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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. NEWHOUSE). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
March 3, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DAN 
NEWHOUSE to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving God, You are compassionate 
and merciful. We give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

This morning, the House welcomes 
the Prime Minister of Israel. May he 
find a welcome here, and may the part-
nership of our two countries continue 
into a future of mutual respect and se-
curity among the community of na-
tions. 

There are many issues which press 
upon our Nation now, and more lie 
upon the legislative horizon. Pour 
forth an abundance of wisdom, knowl-
edge, and understanding upon the 
Members of Congress and upon Your 
people so that, together, solutions for 
the betterment of our Nation might be 
forged. 

Bless us this day and every day. May 
all that is done be for Your greater 
honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a 
vote on agreeing to the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms. 
MCSALLY) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. MCSALLY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, March 3, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 

the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
March 3, 2015 at 9:32 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 431. 

Appointments: 
Election Assistance Board of Advisors. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces that when the two 
Houses meet in joint meeting to hear 
an address by His Excellency Binyamin 
Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel, 
only the doors immediately opposite 
the Speaker and those immediately to 
his left and right will be open. 

No one will be allowed on the floor of 
the House who does not have the privi-
lege of the floor of the House. Due to 
the large attendance that is antici-
pated, the rule regarding the privilege 
of the floor must be strictly enforced. 
Children of Members will not be per-
mitted on the floor. The cooperation of 
all Members is requested. 

The practice of reserving seats prior 
to the joint meeting by placard will 
not be allowed. Members may reserve 
their seats by physical presence only 
following the security sweep of the 
Chamber. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Thurs-
day, February 26, 2015, the House 
stands in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

Accordingly, (at 10 o’clock and 5 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 
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JOINT MEETING TO HEAR AN AD-

DRESS BY HIS EXCELLENCY 
BINYAMIN NETANYAHU, PRIME 
MINISTER OF ISRAEL 
During the recess, the House was 

called to order by the Speaker at 10 
o’clock and 48 minutes a.m. 

The Assistant to the Sergeant at 
Arms, Ms. Kathleen Joyce, announced 
the President pro tempore and Mem-
bers of the U.S. Senate, who entered 
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives, the President pro tempore taking 
the chair at the left of the Speaker, 
and the Members of the Senate the 
seats reserved for them. 

The SPEAKER. The joint meeting 
will come to order. 

The Chair appoints as members of 
the committee on the part of the House 
to escort His Excellency Binyamin 
Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel, 
into the Chamber: 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCARTHY); 

The gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
SCALISE); 

The gentlewoman from Washington 
(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS); 

The gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
WALDEN); 

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
MESSER); 

The gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. 
JENKINS); 

The gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina (Ms. FOXX); 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE); 

The gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN); 

The gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
GRANGER); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ZELDIN); 

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DOLD); 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ISRAEL); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ENGEL); 

The gentlewoman from New York 
(Mrs. LOWEY); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER); 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
HASTINGS); 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DEUTCH); 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
SHERMAN); 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. HAHN); and 

The gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
POLIS). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
President of the Senate, at the direc-
tion of that body, appoints the fol-
lowing Senators as members of the 
committee on the part of the Senate to 
escort His Excellency Binyamin 
Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel, 
into the House Chamber: 

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
MCCONNELL); 

The Senator from Texas (Mr. COR-
NYN); 

The Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
THUNE); 

The Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 
BARRASSO); 

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER); 

The Senator from Tennessee (Mr. 
CORKER); 

The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-
BIN); 

The Senator from New York (Mr. 
SCHUMER); 

The Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
MENENDEZ); and 

The Senator from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN.) 

The Assistant to the Sergeant at 
Arms announced the Acting Dean of 
the Diplomatic Corps, His Excellency 
Hersey Kyota, the Ambassador of the 
Republic of Palau. 

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic 
Corps entered the Hall of the House of 
Representatives and took the seat re-
served for him. 

At 11 o’clock and 6 minutes a.m., the 
Sergeant at Arms, Paul D. Irving, an-
nounced His Excellency Binyamin 
Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel. 

The Prime Minister of Israel, es-
corted by the committee of Senators 
and Representatives, entered the Hall 
of the House of Representatives and 
stood at the Clerk’s desk. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
The SPEAKER. Members of Con-

gress, I have the high privilege and the 
distinct honor of presenting to you His 
Excellency Binyamin Netanyahu, 
Prime Minister of Israel. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
Prime Minister NETANYAHU. Thank 

you, Speaker of the House JOHN BOEH-
NER, President Pro Tem Senator ORRIN 
HATCH, Senate Majority Leader MITCH 
MCCONNELL, House Minority Leader 
NANCY PELOSI, and House Majority 
Leader KEVIN MCCARTHY. 

I also want to acknowledge Senator 
and Democratic Leader, HARRY REID. 
HARRY, it is good to see you back on 
your feet. I guess it is true what they 
say, you can’t keep a good man down. 

My friends, I am deeply humbled by 
the opportunity to speak for a third 
time before the most important legis-
lative body in the world, the U.S. Con-
gress. I want to thank you all for being 
here today. 

I know that my speech has been the 
subject of much controversy. I deeply 
regret that some perceive my being 
here as political. That was never my 
intention. 

I want to thank you, Democrats and 
Republicans, for your common support 
for Israel year after year, decade after 
decade. I know that no matter on 
which side of the aisle you sit, you 
stand with Israel. 

The remarkable alliance between 
Israel and the United States has al-
ways been above politics. It must al-
ways remain above politics because 
America and Israel, we share a com-
mon destiny, the destiny of promised 
lands that cherish freedom and offer 
hope. 

Israel is grateful for the support of 
America’s people and of America’s 
Presidents, from Harry Truman to 
Barack Obama. 

We appreciate all that President 
Obama has done for Israel. Now, some 
of that is widely known, like strength-
ening security cooperation and intel-
ligence sharing, opposing anti-Israel 
resolutions at the U.N. 

Some of what the President has done 
for Israel is less well known. I called 
him in 2010 when we had the Carmel 
forest fire, and he immediately agreed 
to respond to my request for urgent 
aid. 

In 2011, we had our Embassy in Cairo 
under siege, and again, he provided 
vital assistance at the crucial moment. 
Or his support for more missile inter-
ceptors during our operation last sum-
mer when we took on Hamas terrorists. 
In each of those moments, I called the 
President and he was there. 

Some of what the President has done 
for Israel might never be known be-
cause it touches on some of the most 
sensitive and strategic issues that arise 
between an American President and an 
Israeli Prime Minister. But I know it, 
and I will always be grateful to Presi-
dent Obama for that support. 

And Israel is grateful to you, the 
American Congress, for your support, 
for supporting us in so many ways, es-
pecially in generous military assist-
ance and missile defense, including 
Iron Dome. 

Last summer, millions of Israelis 
were protected from thousands of 
Hamas rockets because this Capitol 
Dome helped build our Iron Dome. 
Thank you, America. Thank you for 
everything you have done for Israel. 

My friends, I have come here today 
because, as Prime Minister of Israel, I 
feel a profound obligation to speak to 
you about an issue that could well 
threaten the survival of my country 
and the future of my people, Iran’s 
quest for nuclear weapons. 

We are an ancient people. In our 
nearly 4,000 years of history, many 
have tried repeatedly to destroy the 
Jewish people. 

Tomorrow night, on the Jewish holi-
day of Purim, we will read the book of 
Esther. We will read of a powerful Per-
sian viceroy named Haman, who plot-
ted to destroy the Jewish people some 
2,500 years ago. 

But a courageous Jewish woman, 
Queen Esther, exposed the plot and 
gained for the Jewish people the right 
to defend themselves against their en-
emies. The plot was foiled. Our people 
were saved. 

Today, the Jewish people face an-
other attempt by yet another Persian 
potentate to destroy us. Iran’s Su-
preme Leader, Ayatollah Khamenei, 
spews the oldest hatred, the oldest ha-
tred of anti-Semitism with the newest 
technology. 

He tweets that Israel must be annihi-
lated. He tweets. In Iran there isn’t ex-
actly free Internet, but he tweets in 
English that Israel must be destroyed. 

For those who believe that Iran 
threatens the Jewish state but not the 
Jewish people, listen to Hassan 
Nasrallah, the leader of Hezbollah, 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:20 Mar 26, 2015 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD15\H03MR5.REC H03MR5sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
4T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E

bjneal
Text Box
 CORRECTION

March 25, 2015 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H1528
March 3, 2015, on page H1528, the following appeared: (Applause, the Members rising.) Prime Minister NETANYAHU. Thank

The online version should be corrected to read: (Applause, the Members rising.) The SPEAKER. Members of Congress, I have the high privilege and the distinct honor of presenting to you His Excellency Binyamin Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel. (Applause, the Members rising.) Prime Minister NETANYAHU. Thank



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1529 March 3, 2015 
Iran’s chief terrorist proxy. He said: If 
all the Jews gather in Israel, it will 
save us the trouble of chasing them 
down around the world. 

But Iran’s regime is not merely a 
Jewish problem, any more than the 
Nazi regime was merely a Jewish prob-
lem. 

The 6 million Jews murdered by the 
Nazis were but a fraction of the 60 mil-
lion people killed in World War II. So, 
too, Iran’s regime poses a grave threat, 
not only to Israel, but also to the peace 
of the entire world. 

To understand just how dangerous 
Iran would be with nuclear weapons, 
we must fully understand the nature of 
the regime. 

The people of Iran are very talented 
people. They are heirs to one of the 
world’s great civilizations. But in 1979, 
they were hijacked by religious zealots, 
religious zealots who imposed on them 
immediately a dark and brutal dicta-
torship. That year, the zealots drafted 
a constitution, a new one for Iran. It 
directed the Revolutionary Guards not 
only to protect Iran’s borders but also 
to fulfill the ideological mission of 
jihad. The regime’s founder, Ayatollah 
Khomeini, exhorted his followers to ex-
port the revolution throughout the 
world. 

I am standing here in Washington, 
D.C., and the difference is so stark. 
America’s founding document promises 
‘‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness.’’ Iran’s founding document 
pledges death, tyranny, and the pursuit 
of jihad. And as states are collapsing 
across the Middle East, Iran is charg-
ing into the void to do just that. Iran’s 
goons in Gaza, its lackeys in Lebanon, 
its Revolutionary Guards on the Golan 
Heights are clutching Israel with three 
tentacles of terror. Backed by Iran, 
Assad is slaughtering Syrians. Backed 
by Iran, Shiite militias are rampaging 
through Iraq. Backed by Iran, Houthi 
are seizing control of Yemen, threat-
ening the strategic straits at the 
mouth of the Red Sea. Along with the 
Strait of Hormuz, that would give Iran 
a second choke point on the world’s oil 
supply. 

Just last week, near Hormuz, Iran 
carried out a military exercise, blow-
ing up a mock U.S. aircraft carrier— 
that is just last week—while they are 
having nuclear talks with the United 
States. But unfortunately, for the last 
36 years, Iran’s attacks against the 
United States have been anything but 
mock, and the targets have been all too 
real. 

Iran took dozens of Americans hos-
tage in Tehran; murdered hundreds of 
American soldiers, marines in Beirut, 
and was responsible for killing and 
maiming thousands of American serv-
icemen and -women in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. 

Beyond the Middle East, Iran attacks 
America and its allies through its glob-
al terror network. It blew up the Jew-
ish community center and the Israeli 
Embassy in Buenos Aires; it helped al 
Qaeda bomb U.S. Embassies in Africa; 

it even attempted to assassinate the 
Saudi Ambassador right here in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

In the Middle East, Iran now domi-
nates four Arab capitals—Baghdad, Da-
mascus, Beirut, and Sana’a. And if 
Iran’s aggression is left unchecked, 
more will surely follow. 

So at a time when many hope that 
Iran will join the community of na-
tions, Iran is busy gobbling up the na-
tions. 

We must all stand together to stop 
Iran’s march of conquest, subjugation, 
and terror. 

Now, 2 years ago, we were told to 
give President Rouhani and Foreign 
Minister Zarif a chance to bring change 
and moderation to Iran—some change, 
some moderation. Rouhani’s govern-
ment hangs gays, persecutes Chris-
tians, jails journalists, and executes 
even more prisoners than before. 

Last year, the same Zarif who 
charms Western diplomats laid a 
wreath at the grave of Imad 
Mughniyah. Imad Mughniyah is the 
terrorist mastermind who spilled more 
American blood than any other ter-
rorist besides Osama bin Laden. I 
would like to see someone ask him a 
question about that. 

Iran’s regime is as radical as ever, its 
cries of ‘‘Death to America,’’ that same 
America that it calls the great Satan, 
as loud as ever. Now this shouldn’t be 
surprising because the ideology of 
Iran’s revolutionary regime is deeply 
rooted in militant Islam, and that is 
why this regime will always be an 
enemy of America. 

And don’t be fooled. The battle be-
tween Iran and ISIS doesn’t turn Iran 
into a friend of America. Iran and ISIS 
are competing for the crown of mili-
tant Islam. One calls itself the Islamic 
Republic; the other calls itself the Is-
lamic State. Both want to impose a 
militant Islamic empire, first on the 
region, and then on the entire world. 
They just disagree among themselves 
who will be the ruler of that empire. 

In this deadly game of thrones, there 
is no place for America or for Israel; no 
peace for Christians, Jews, or Muslims 
who don’t share the Islamist medieval 
creed; no rights for women; no freedom 
for anyone. 

So when it comes to Iran and ISIS, 
the enemy of your enemy is your 
enemy. The difference is that ISIS is 
armed with butcher knives, captured 
weapons, and YouTube; whereas, Iran 
could soon be armed with interconti-
nental ballistic missiles and nuclear 
bombs. 

We must always remember—I will 
say it one more time—the greatest 
danger facing our world is the marriage 
of militant Islam with nuclear weap-
ons. To defeat ISIS and let Iran get nu-
clear weapons would be to win the bat-
tle but lose the war. We can’t let that 
happen. But that, my friends, is ex-
actly what could happen if the deal 
now being negotiated is accepted by 
Iran. That deal will not prevent Iran 
from developing nuclear weapons. It 

would all but guarantee that Iran gets 
those weapons, lots of them. 

Let me explain why. 
While the final deal has not yet been 

signed, certain elements of any poten-
tial deal are now a matter of public 
record. You don’t need intelligence 
agencies and secret information to 
know this. You can Google it. 

Absent a dramatic change, we know 
for sure that any deal with Iran will in-
clude two major concessions to Iran. 
The first major concession would leave 
Iran with a vast nuclear infrastructure, 
providing it with a short breakout time 
to the bomb. ‘‘Breakout time’’ is the 
time it takes to amass enough weap-
ons-grade uranium or plutonium for a 
nuclear bomb. 

According to the deal, not a single 
nuclear facility would be demolished. 
Thousands of centrifuges used to en-
rich uranium would be left spinning. 
Thousands more would be temporarily 
disconnected but not destroyed. Be-
cause Iran’s nuclear program would be 
left largely in tact, Iran’s breakout 
time would be very short—about a year 
by U.S. assessment, even shorter by 
Israel’s. And if Iran’s work on advanced 
centrifuges—faster and faster cen-
trifuges—is not stopped, that breakout 
time could still be shorter—a lot short-
er. 

True, certain restrictions would be 
imposed on Iran’s nuclear program, and 
Iran’s adherence to those restrictions 
would be supervised by international 
inspectors. But here is the problem, 
you see: inspectors document viola-
tions; they don’t stop them. 

Inspectors knew when North Korea 
broke to the bomb, but that didn’t stop 
anything. North Korea turned off the 
cameras, kicked out the inspectors; 
and, within a few years, it got the 
bomb. 

Now, we are warned that within 5 
years, North Korea could have an arse-
nal of 100 nuclear bombs. Like North 
Korea, Iran, too, has defied inter-
national inspectors. It has done that on 
at least three separate occasions, 2005, 
2006, and 2010. 

Like North Korea, Iran broke the 
locks and shut off the cameras. Now, I 
know this is not going to come as a 
shock to any of you, but Iran not only 
defies inspectors, it also plays a pretty 
good game of hide-and-cheat with 
them. 

The U.N.’s nuclear watchdog agency, 
the IAEA, said again yesterday that 
Iran still refuses to come clean about 
its military nuclear program. Iran was 
also caught—caught twice, not once— 
twice operating secret nuclear facili-
ties in Natanz and Qom, facilities that 
inspectors didn’t even know existed. 
Right now, Iran could be hiding nu-
clear facilities that we—the U.S. and 
Israel—don’t know about. 

As the former head of inspections for 
the IAEA said in 2013: ‘‘If there is no 
undeclared installation today in Iran, 
it will be the first time in 20 years that 
it doesn’t have one.’’ Iran has proven 
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time and again that it cannot be trust-
ed, and that is why the first major con-
cession is a source of grave concern. 

It leaves Iran with a vast nuclear in-
frastructure and relies on inspectors to 
prevent a breakout. That concession 
creates a real danger that Iran could 
get to the bomb by violating the deal. 

But the second major concession cre-
ates an even greater danger that Iran 
could get to the bomb by keeping the 
deal because virtually all the restric-
tions on Iran’s nuclear program will 
automatically expire in about a dec-
ade. 

Now, a decade may seem like a long 
time in political life, but it is the blink 
of an eye in the life of a nation. It is 
the blink of an eye in the life of our 
children. We all have a responsibility 
to consider what will happen when 
Iran’s nuclear capabilities are virtually 
unrestricted and all the sanctions will 
have been lifted. Iran would then be 
free to build a huge nuclear capacity 
that could produce many, many nu-
clear bombs. 

Iran’s Supreme Leader says that 
openly. He says that Iran plans to have 
190,000 centrifuges—not 6,000 or even 
the 19,000 that Iran has today, but ten 
times that amount—190,000 centrifuges 
enriching uranium. With this massive 
capacity, Iran could make the fuel for 
an entire nuclear arsenal and this in a 
matter of weeks once it makes that de-
cision. 

My longtime friend John Kerry, Sec-
retary of State, confirmed last week 
that Iran could legitimately possess 
that massive centrifuge capacity when 
the deal expires. Now, I want you to 
think about that. The foremost sponsor 
of global terrorism could be weeks 
away from having enough enriched ura-
nium for an entire arsenal of nuclear 
weapons—and this with full inter-
national legitimacy. 

By the way, if Iran’s intercontinental 
ballistic missile program is not part of 
the deal—and, so far, Iran refuses to 
even put it on the negotiating table— 
well, Iran could have the means to de-
liver that nuclear arsenal to the far- 
reaching corners of the Earth, includ-
ing to every part of the United States. 

You see, my friends, this deal has 
two major concessions: one, leaving 
Iran with a vast nuclear program; and, 
two, lifting the restrictions on that 
program in about a decade. That is why 
this deal is so bad. It doesn’t block 
Iran’s path to the bomb; it paves Iran’s 
path to the bomb. 

Why would anyone make this deal? 
Because they hope that Iran will 
change for the better in the coming 
years or they believe that the alter-
native to this deal is worse. 

Well, I disagree. I don’t believe that 
Iran’s radical regime will change for 
the better after this deal. This regime 
has been in power for 36 years, and its 
voracious appetite for aggression grows 
with each passing year. This deal 
would only whet Iran’s appetite for 
more. 

Would Iran be less aggressive when 
sanctions are removed and its economy 

is stronger? If Iran is gobbling up four 
countries right now while it is under 
sanctions, how many more countries 
will Iran devour when sanctions are 
lifted? 

Would Iran fund less terrorism when 
it has mountains of cash with which to 
fund more terrorism? Why should 
Iran’s radical regime change for the 
better when it can enjoy the best of 
both worlds: aggression abroad and 
prosperity at home? 

This is a question that everyone asks 
in our region. Israel’s neighbors—Iran’s 
neighbors—know that Iran will become 
even more aggressive and sponsor even 
more terrorism when its economy is 
unshackled and it has been given a 
clear path to the bomb. Many of these 
neighbors say that they will respond by 
racing to get nuclear weapons of their 
own. 

This deal won’t change Iran for the 
better; it will only change the Middle 
East for the worse. A deal that is sup-
posed to prevent nuclear proliferation 
would instead spark a nuclear arms 
race in the most dangerous part of the 
planet. 

This deal won’t be a farewell to arms. 
It would be a farewell to arms control, 
and the Middle East would soon be 
crisscrossed by nuclear tripwires. A re-
gion where small skirmishes can trig-
ger big wars would turn into a nuclear 
tinderbox. 

If anyone thinks this deal kicks the 
can down the road, think again. When 
we get down that road, we will face a 
much more dangerous Iran, a Middle 
East littered with nuclear bombs, and a 
countdown to a potential nuclear 
nightmare. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I have come 
here today to tell you we don’t have to 
bet the security of the world on the 
hope that Iran will change for the bet-
ter. We don’t have to gamble with our 
future and with our children’s future. 
We can insist that restrictions on 
Iran’s nuclear program not be lifted for 
as long as Iran continues its aggression 
in the region and in the world. 

Before lifting those restrictions, the 
world should demand that Iran do 
three things: first, stop its aggression 
against its neighbors in the Middle 
East; second, stop supporting terrorism 
around the world; and, third, stop 
threatening to annihilate my country, 
Israel, the one and only Jewish state. 

If the world powers are not prepared 
to insist that Iran change its behavior 
before a deal is signed, at the very 
least, they should insist that Iran 
change its behavior before a deal ex-
pires. 

If Iran changes its behavior, the re-
strictions would be lifted. If Iran 
doesn’t change its behavior, the re-
strictions should not be lifted. If Iran 
wants to be treated like a normal coun-
try, let it act like a normal country. 

My friends, what about the argument 
that there is no alternative to this 
deal, that Iran’s nuclear know-how 
cannot be erased, that its nuclear pro-
gram is so advanced that the best we 

can do is delay the inevitable, which is, 
essentially, what the proposed deal 
seeks to do? 

Well, nuclear know-how without nu-
clear infrastructure doesn’t get you 
very much. A race car driver without a 
car can’t drive; a pilot without a plane 
can’t fly; without thousands of cen-
trifuges, tons of enriched uranium, or 
heavy water facilities, Iran can’t make 
nuclear weapons. 

Iran’s nuclear program can be rolled 
back well beyond the current proposal 
by insisting on a better deal and keep-
ing up the pressure on a very vulner-
able regime, especially given the re-
cent collapse in the price of oil. 

Now, if Iran threatens to walk away 
from the table—and this often happens 
in a Persian bazaar—call their bluff. 
They will be back because they need 
the deal a lot more than you do. And 
by maintaining the pressure on Iran, 
and on those who do business with 
Iran, you have the power to make them 
need it even more. 

My friends, for over a year, we have 
been told that no deal is better than a 
bad deal. Well, this is a bad deal, it is 
a very bad deal. We are better off with-
out it. 

Now we are being told that the only 
alternative to this bad deal is war. 
That is just not true. The alternative 
to this bad deal is a much better deal, 
a better deal that doesn’t leave Iran 
with a vast nuclear infrastructure in 
such a short breakout time, a better 
deal that keeps the restrictions on 
Iran’s nuclear program in place until 
Iran’s aggression ends, a better deal 
that won’t give Iran an easy path to 
the bomb, a better deal that Israel and 
its neighbors may not like but with 
which we could live, literally. And no 
country, no country has a greater 
stake, no country has a greater stake 
than Israel in a good deal that peace-
fully removes this threat. 

Ladies and gentlemen, history has 
placed us at a fateful crossroads. We 
must now choose between two paths. 

One path leads to a bad deal that 
will, at best, curtail Iran’s nuclear am-
bitions for a while, but it will inex-
orably lead to a nuclear-armed Iran 
whose unbridled aggression will inevi-
tably lead to war. 

The second path, however difficult, 
could lead to a much better deal that 
would prevent a nuclear-armed Iran, a 
nuclearized Middle East, and the hor-
rific consequences of both to all of hu-
manity. 

You don’t have to read Robert Frost 
to know you have to live life, to know 
that the difficult path is usually the 
one less traveled, but it will make all 
the difference for the future of my 
country, the security of the Middle 
East, and the peace of the world, the 
peace that we all desire. 

My friends, standing up to Iran is not 
easy; standing up to dark and mur-
derous regimes never is. With us today 
is Holocaust survivor and Nobel Prize 
winner Elie Wiesel. Elie, your life and 
work inspires to give meaning to the 
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words ‘‘never again.’’ And I wish I 
could promise you, Elie, that the les-
sons of history have been learned. I can 
only urge the leaders of the world not 
to repeat the mistakes of the past, not 
to sacrifice the future for the present, 
not to ignore aggression in the hopes of 
gaining an illusory peace. But I can 
guarantee you this: the days when the 
Jewish people remain passive in the 
face of genocidal enemies, those days 
are over. We are no longer scattered 
among the nations, powerless to defend 
ourselves. We have restored our sov-
ereignty in our ancient home, and the 
soldiers who defend our home have 
boundless courage. 

For the first time in 100 generations, 
we, the Jewish people, can defend our-
selves. This is why, as Prime Minister 
of Israel, I can promise you one more 
thing. Even if Israel has to stand alone, 
Israel will stand. But I know that 
Israel does not stand alone. I know 
that America stands with Israel, I 
know that you stand with Israel. You 
stand with Israel because you know 
that the story of Israel is not only the 
story of the Jewish people but of the 
human spirit that refuses again and 
again to succumb to history’s horrors. 

Facing me right up there in the gal-
lery, overlooking all of us in this au-
gust Chamber, is the image of Moses. 
Moses led our people from slavery to 
the gates of the Promised Land. And 
before the people of Israel entered the 
land of Israel, Moses gave us a message 
that has steeled our resolve for thou-
sands of years. 

I leave you with his message today: 
Be strong and resolute. Neither fear 

nor dread them. 
My friends, may Israel and America 

always stand together, strong and reso-
lute. May we neither fear nor dread the 
challenges ahead. May we face the fu-
ture with confidence, strength, and 
hope. 

May God bless the State of Israel, 
and may God bless the United States of 
America. 

Thank you. Thank you very much. 
Thank you all. You are wonderful. 
Thank you, America. Thank you. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
At 11 o’clock and 54 minutes a.m., 

His Excellency Binyamin Netanyahu, 
Prime Minister of Israel, accompanied 
by the committee of escort, retired 
from the Hall of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

The Assistant to the Sergeant at 
Arms escorted the Acting Dean of the 
Diplomatic Corps from the Chamber. 

f 

JOINT MEETING DISSOLVED 
The SPEAKER. The purpose of the 

joint meeting having been completed, 
the Chair declares the joint meeting of 
the two Houses now dissolved. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 54 
minutes p.m.), the joint meeting of the 
two Houses was dissolved. 

The Members of the Senate retired to 
their Chamber. 

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

b 1232 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. PALAZZO) at 12 o’clock 
and 32 minutes p.m. 

f 

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD 
DURING RECESS 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 749, PASSENGER RAIL 
REFORM AND INVESTMENT ACT 
OF 2015, AND PROVIDING FOR 
PROCEEDINGS DURING THE PE-
RIOD FROM MARCH 6, 2015, 
THROUGH MARCH 13, 2015 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 134 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 134 

Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 749) to reau-
thorize Federal support for passenger rail 
programs, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived. General debate shall be 
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. After general debate the bill shall 
be considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute consisting 
of the text of Rules Committee Print 114-9. 
That amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against that amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute are waived. No amend-
ment to that amendment in the nature of a 
substitute shall be in order except those 
printed in the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each 
such amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report, may be offered 
only by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All 
points of order against such amendments are 
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
rise and report the bill to the House with 
such amendments as may have been adopted. 
Any Member may demand a separate vote in 
the House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 

amendment in the nature of a substitute 
made in order as original text. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

SEC. 2. On any legislative day during the 
period from March 6, 2015, through March 13, 
2015— 

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the 
previous day shall be considered as approved; 
and 

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the 
House adjourned to meet at a date and time, 
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by 
the Chair in declaring the adjournment. 

SEC. 3. The Speaker may appoint Members 
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du-
ration of the period addressed by section 2 of 
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of 
rule I. 

SEC. 4. At any time through the legislative 
day of March 13, 2015, the Chair may post-
pone further consideration of a measure in 
the House to such time as may be designated 
by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

Mr. Speaker, I always enjoy hearing 
the Reading Clerk read the work of the 
Rules Committee. I always look around 
to see how many folks are fixated on 
those words because words matter, and 
we spend a lot of time trying to craft 
the rules to be just right. 

But as proud as I am of the work we 
do in the Rules Committee, I confess 
that coming down here to this floor 
just moments after the Prime Minister 
of Israel delivered the speech that he 
just delivered—wow, you talk about 
words that matter. 

I knew I was going to learn some-
thing in that speech, Mr. Speaker. I 
knew I was going to feel something in 
that speech. And just here moments 
after, what I came away with was, 
number one, we can learn a lot from 
the Prime Minister about leadership, 
about saying what you mean and 
meaning what you say. When the 
stakes are high, when the results im-
pact all the families that we serve, it 
matters. 

We care a lot about people in this 
Chamber. Sometimes we have a crisis 
of leadership. Sometimes we have a cri-
sis of followership. It is tremendously 
meaningful to me to see the leadership 
that was on display here, not just for 
America but for the world. 

Number two, Mr. Speaker, the Prime 
Minister had a lesson for us all about 
class. He spent the first 5 minutes of 
that speech talking about his affection 
for President Obama, talking about his 
respect for President Obama, talking 
about the relationship between the 
United States of America and how 
President Obama had played a mean-
ingful role in keeping Israel safe. 
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We are not always in that place down 

here. And oftentimes, we find politics 
gets under our skin. Oftentimes, when 
there is a big debate surrounding a se-
rious issue, we take it as a personal af-
front. And sometimes when we come 
back down to the House floor, we don’t 
talk to one another with the mutual 
respect that, I would argue, every sin-
gle Member of this Chamber has 
earned. We don’t talk to each other 
across the aisle, I think, in ways that 
would always make our constituents 
back home proud. 

It meant a lot to me, given the emo-
tion that surrounded the invitation of 
the Prime Minister to be here, that he 
spent his first moments of that speech 
not talking about frustrations, not 
talking about who did what to whom, 
but talking about his deep respect for 
the leader of the United States of 
America and what President Obama 
had meant to the safety and the secu-
rity of Israel. I value that. 

It kind of makes what we are going 
to talk about next, Mr. Speaker, seem 
a little small, but it is not small. We 
are talking about passenger rail in this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule, H. Res. 134, al-
lows us to bring up H.R. 749, the Pas-
senger Rail Reform and Investment 
Act. They call it PRRIA. And it passed 
unanimously out of the Transportation 
Committee. I have the great pleasure, 
Mr. Speaker, of serving both on the 
Rules Committee and the Transpor-
tation Committee, and rail isn’t one of 
those you think about as being a unan-
imous issue. 

In my great State of Georgia, Mr. 
Speaker—and I have taken the train 
from Atlanta down to New Orleans, so 
I know we have some great stops on 
Amtrak in the great State of Mis-
sissippi. But if you want to take the 
train from Atlanta to Columbia, South 
Carolina—it is about a 3-hour drive 
right across the way—that train is 
going to leave tonight, out of Atlanta 
at 8 o’clock, and not tomorrow but 2 
days from now, that train is going to 
arrive in Columbia, South Carolina, 
having connected through the city of 
Washington. It makes no sense whatso-
ever, but that is just where the rails 
are. That is where the rails are. 

Now, you contrast that—the com-
plete meaninglessness that rail has for 
me, that Amtrak has for me in the 
great State of Georgia, since it takes 
me absolutely nowhere I want to go, at 
a speed that I desire, at a price that I 
can afford—contrast that with what is 
going on in the Northeast corridor. 

My friend from Massachusetts, I won-
der if he ever gets on a plane to fly 
back home. If I lived in New York City 
and worked in Washington, D.C., I 
wouldn’t even have a Delta frequent 
flyer number. I would be on the train 
every single trip. Why? Because it pro-
vides reliable, fast, inexpensive service 
for the most densely populated popu-
lation corridor in the United States of 
America. 

That has always confounded this 
body, Mr. Speaker. How do we balance 

the needs of that northeastern trans-
portation corridor, where Amtrak is so 
meaningful, so valuable to so many 
people—I don’t think the roads and the 
bridges could handle the crush of hu-
manity in the absence of Amtrak—how 
would we balance that success story, 
the only profitable corridor on the Am-
trak route, with what, I would argue, is 
a tremendous failure in the rest of the 
country, where I can fly to Jackson-
ville, Florida, 48 hours faster than I 
can ride the train there, and at a lower 
price? 

This bill is about reform, Mr. Speak-
er. And I am not even going to argue 
that we, in the Transportation Com-
mittee, got it exactly right. We worked 
awfully hard on it. There was a lot of 
leadership provided by Members on 
both sides of the aisle. 

But on the outside chance that we 
didn’t get it exactly right, the Rules 
Committee came together yesterday, 
Mr. Speaker, and made amendments in 
order. One of the great parts of this 
process is that you don’t have to be on 
the committee of jurisdiction in order 
to have an impact on legislation. Any 
Member of the House can come to the 
Rules Committee and ask for an 
amendment to be made in order. This 
rule today makes in order seven such 
amendments to improve this bill. Four 
of those amendments come from Demo-
cratic Members. Three of those amend-
ments come from Republican Members. 
Again, we were trying to maintain that 
collegial, bipartisan spirit that we had 
in the Transportation Committee on 
the underlying bill. We tried to con-
tinue that in the Rules Committee 
again last night. 

I don’t know how those amendments 
are going to shake out down here 
today, Mr. Speaker. And I am glad that 
I don’t know how they are going to 
shake out. I don’t think having a pre-
determined destination on this floor is 
what our constituents sent us here to 
do. I don’t think that is what being a 
representative democracy is. I think 
what you want are folks to be able to 
come down here and express their opin-
ions. I have the great pleasure of serv-
ing on the Rules Committee, which en-
ables that to happen. 

One of the great changes in this bill, 
Mr. Speaker, is we take those dollars 
that American citizens are paying to 
ride Amtrak on that northeastern cor-
ridor, that profitable corridor, and we 
leave those dollars there so that that 
route can expand and improve. The 
population continues to grow there. 
Transportation needs continue to ex-
pand there. And we create a partner-
ship with States in those areas to say, 
Mr. Speaker, if you have a priority, as 
a Governor, as a State legislature, if 
you want to partner with the Federal 
Government to make your train serv-
ice more effective, more efficient, we 
want to partner with you. 

But if your idea of a transportation 
plan is to do nothing locally but rely 
on the Federal Government to do it all 
for you, we have no money for you. 

That seems fair. The Federal Govern-
ment is not a piggy bank that State 
and local communities can come to and 
withdraw from for their needs. What it 
is is a partner that, for these large 
transportation projects, for these 
projects of national significance, 
States and localities can partner with 
to make those a reality. 

I don’t know that we will ever get 
the kind of Amtrak service in your or 
my part of the world, Mr. Speaker, 
that we have in the Northeast corridor. 
And candidly, I don’t know that our 
constituencies will ever clamor for 
that service. But it is meaningful to 
me that even though we have different 
views on the issue of rail, even though 
we have different views on the future of 
rail, that we were able to come to-
gether, again, in a unanimous way to 
put forward a bill that will celebrate 
and fund those parts of the rail system 
that are successfully serving America 
and that will reform and, in some 
cases, eliminate those unprofitable 
parts of the rail system that I don’t 
think any member of our constituency 
would be enthusiastic about funding 
with their hard-earned tax dollars. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

b 1245 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WOODALL) for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, we 
support the rule, and we support the 
underlying bill. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I told a 
group of constituents just a moment 
ago—I don’t know if I look a little wet 
up here. It is not perspiration from 
running back to the House floor. I feel 
obligated to tell my friends that. It is 
dripping a little bit outside, and that is 
the fastest way to get here from my of-
fice. 

But I was back in my office with con-
stituents from AIPAC. Sixteen thou-
sand men and women from AIPAC 
came into town this week to make 
their voice heard. Now, I couldn’t find 
anybody who was here on paid vaca-
tion, and I couldn’t find anyone else 
that had someone else foot the bill. 
What I saw was 16,000 people who put 
their money where their mouth is to 
come and petition the government, to 
come and try to make us better. 

I bring that up, Mr. Speaker, because 
what I told those men and women 
today of AIPAC was that there were 
grumpy faces on the floor of the House 
yesterday. I remember seeing a few. In 
fact, I might have been one. I will go 
ahead and confess, Mr. Speaker, I was 
one. We have some serious problems 
here, some serious challenges, and 
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some serious disagreements. In the now 
almost 1 hour since the Prime Minister 
finished speaking, I have seen more 
smiles; I have seen more collegiality; 
and I have seen more Members enjoy-
ing each other and working together in 
just that 1 hour than I have seen in the 
entire month of February. 

I bring that up, Mr. Speaker, because 
the gentleman from Massachusetts and 
I have been working on rules for a long 
time together—a long time together— 
and I don’t think it would offend the 
gentleman if I were to say that he and 
I often disagree about the way a rule 
ought to be crafted. We often disagree 
about the underlying legislation. Here 
we are on the Rules Committee, Mr. 
Speaker, but we may spend an hour or 
2 or 3, sometimes longer, debating the 
merits of the underlying legislation. So 
to come here 1 hour after that spectac-
ular come-together-for-things-that- 
matter speech the Prime Minister just 
gave and to find agreement with my 
friend on the Rules Committee—not 
just on the rule but, I daresay, on the 
underlying bill—I hope it is a sign of 
things to come—not just a thing to 
come in the regular relationship be-
tween my friend from Massachusetts 
and me, because that relationship is 
strong, but a relationship across the 
board. 

We have passed and sent to the Presi-
dent lots of bills this Congress, Mr. 
Speaker. In fact, I think we have 
passed something like 40 bills out of 
the U.S. House of Representatives. I 
don’t know if I went home and asked 
my constituency that they can name 
two. I think they would know the XL 
pipeline bill, because that is something 
everyone has been focused on. But I 
don’t think, as a population, they 
could name two. 

I hope this is the start of a success 
that the Rules Committee is going to 
have together over the next 18 months. 
I hope this is going to be the start of 
the kinds of agreements that we can 
create together, Mr. Speaker. 

I thank my friend from Massachu-
setts for being part of, again, making 
today a little bit better than yesterday 
was. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, again, 
I thank the gentleman for his com-
ments. We support the rule and the un-
derlying bill, and with that, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on H. Res. 134. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, while we talk about 

agreements here on the floor, I think 
sometimes folks back home are con-

cerned that we are agreeing on the lit-
tle things, things that don’t matter, 
that we are talking about renaming a 
post office. While that is important to 
that community and while that is im-
portant to the man or woman being 
honored, I would argue it doesn’t nec-
essarily advance the cause of freedom 
and democracy. I can’t tell you with a 
straight face that what we are doing on 
passenger rail today is going to ad-
vance the cause of freedom and democ-
racy. If you want to advance the cause 
of freedom and democracy, you needed 
to be here 2 hours ago when the Prime 
Minister came to deliver his message 
to the United States Congress. Free-
dom and democracy lived there. 

What we are advancing on this pas-
senger rail bill, Mr. Speaker, is just 
common sense. It is just common 
sense. I don’t want to get in the weeds 
of all the exciting things that go on in 
there, Mr. Speaker. I serve on the 
Transportation Committee. Of course 
it is exciting to me. Of course I am 
going to be involved in the minutia. I 
don’t know that my other colleagues 
are quite as enthusiastic about that. 

I would encourage folks to go to 
transportation.house.gov, Mr. Speaker. 
The Transportation Committee, like 
all committees on Capitol Hill, has a 
Web page, and on that Web page you 
can get deep into the weeds. If you are 
a policy wonk like I am and you want 
to dig down into the minutia and find 
out what subparagraph (f) says about 
clause 2, you can absolutely do it. But 
there are some top line numbers there, 
too. 

And again, I want folks to have 
something to celebrate here. I want 
folks to be able to be enthusiastic 
about their representative body. I 
would argue, as the Prime Minister ar-
gued, that the greatest deliberative 
body, the greatest bastion of freedom 
on the planet, if you want to know 
what is going on, go to that Transpor-
tation Committee Web site. You are 
going to find—well, you are going to 
find all sorts of information. You will 
find something like this one-pager 
right here, whether you are a high 
school student who cares about pas-
senger rail or whether you are a trans-
portation engineer leading your local 
Department of Transportation, all of 
those details can be found there. 

I will give you one example. 
Could you believe—you come from a 

constituency much like I do, Mr. 
Speaker, but can you believe that in 
the United States of America today, in 
the era of sequester—in the era of se-
quester—that not one Member of this 
body would say isn’t having an impact 
on our social safety net, where not one 
Member of this body wouldn’t say isn’t 
having an impact on our national secu-
rity, in this era of sequester, Amtrak 
subsidizes food and beverage service— 
subsidizes food and beverage service. It 
is a loss-leading part of the transpor-
tation funding on Amtrak. 

I will just tell you, I have ridden Am-
trak to New York a time or two. I 

didn’t have any beverage service. It is 
not like my friends on Delta who will 
bring me a Coca-Cola product on my 
flight to Washington, D.C., here. You 
have to go down to the beverage car. 
Now, if you would like to bring your 
own lunch on Amtrak, you absolutely 
can. If your husband or wife wants to 
make you a sack at home, you can 
bring it on in and eat it right there on 
the train. Yet the American taxpayer, 
as we sit here right now—this isn’t pro-
spective. This is as we sit here right 
now. The American taxpayer is fund-
ing—subsidizing—food service for those 
men and women who happen to ride 
Amtrak every day. 

Again, for your and my constitu-
encies, Mr. Speaker, that is worth 
nothing. That is worth nothing. But 
even for those constituencies that ride 
Amtrak to work every single day, don’t 
you think in this time of budget cut-
ting, of trying to end the $18 trillion of 
borrowing from our children and grand-
children, this time of trying to balance 
our national security needs with our 
social safety net needs, don’t you think 
that one of the things we could agree 
on is we don’t need to subsidize snack 
food for train riders? 

The truth is, Mr. Speaker, I say that 
like it is a rhetorical question, that I 
am going to start to get out my sharp 
stick and poke the other side. I am not. 
It happens to be one of the things that 
we agree on. 

How many years have you and I been 
in Congress, Mr. Speaker, trying to get 
rid of silly stuff that the Federal Gov-
ernment does? Well, for you and me, 
the answer is 4. For 4 years we have 
been working on trying to get rid of 
silly stuff that the Federal Govern-
ment does; subsidizing Twinkies, part 
of that silly stuff. I am not picking on 
Twinkies. I have great respect for 
Twinkie eaters. But I don’t want my 
tax dollars subsidizing that habit. 

Unanimously, on the Transportation 
Committee, Mr. Speaker, we have come 
together to say: I don’t know why we 
didn’t do this a long time ago, I don’t 
know why the other previous Congress 
hadn’t gotten it done, but the buck 
stops here. We are going to work to-
gether and do that. 

Where are those dollars going to go 
instead, Mr. Speaker? They are going 
to go to improving quality of service. 
Find me that constituent back home; 
find him in Atlanta; find him in Mis-
sissippi; find those constituents back 
home who wouldn’t make that trade 
with their tax dollars every day of the 
week. We are doing it. We are doing it 
together, and we are doing it in a way 
I hope the Senate will act on it. If they 
can’t take wisdom as we have defined 
it, I welcome a conference, and I hope 
we will be able to get this bill on the 
President’s desk. 

All of these great ideas that we have 
come together, that we have done in a 
collaborative way, Republicans and 
Democrats on the committee, Repub-
licans and Democrats here on the floor 
of the House, the seven amendments 
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that we are going to be considering 
today, all of these things we have done 
collaboratively, Mr. Speaker, mean 
nothing—mean nothing—if they don’t 
go to the President’s desk for his signa-
ture. This is but a first step, but it is 
a proud first step. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, again, we agree with 
the rule, and we agree with the under-
lying bill. If the gentleman would like 
more time, I am happy to yield to him 
because I always enjoy hearing him 
speak in the Rules Committee, and I 
think our colleagues could benefit from 
his speaking on the House floor. But I 
don’t know what else to add except we 
are all in agreement, so I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, while I 
appreciate the accolades of my friend 
from Massachusetts, the truth is I am 
not an expert on this bill. The Trans-
portation Committee is staffed with 
those experts at a staff level and at an 
elected Member level. 

At this time, Mr. Speaker, it is my 
pleasure to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DENHAM), 
who has been a leader on the Transpor-
tation Committee, not looking for Re-
publican solutions and not looking for 
Democratic solutions, but looking for 
commonsense solutions and then sell-
ing those to his colleagues on both 
sides. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to touch on 
a few of the great things on this reform 
bill. Make no mistake, this will reform 
passenger rail as we know it today in 
many different areas. 

First of all, we expect that Amtrak 
will be utilized more often in a more 
efficient way and in a more trans-
parent way operating more like a busi-
ness, a business that will give results 
back to its customers. 

This is going to be a bill that sets up 
different lines of business. So if you are 
on the Northeast corridor and you are 
paying a ticket that is high priced, you 
don’t want to subsidize Amtrak across 
the Nation, your money is now going to 
stay on the Northeast corridor so you 
have not only improved infrastructure, 
but a smoother ride, a more efficient 
ride, and a quicker transit time. 

We want to fix rail across the Nation. 
We want to make sure that we are 
doing it in a fiscally responsible man-
ner. On the Northeast corridor, we are 
going to see significant improvements 
and jobs created at the same time. 

We are going to see in other areas of 
the country, in areas like mine where 
you have got rail that we want to ex-
tend further, we want to be able to uti-
lize RIF loans. RIF loans have been a 
great program that has been sorely un-
derutilized. You talk to companies out 
there that want to use RIF loans, it is 
amazing that they won’t even apply for 
them because they know they will slow 

their projects down. The wait time in 
actually getting them approved to re-
lease that capital will shut your 
project down, so they just don’t apply. 
We streamline that process so that we 
can actually unleash that capital not 
only for Amtrak to improve its lines of 
business, but for other rails across the 
entire country to improve theirs as 
well. 

We also introduced competition. This 
leverages the private sector to reduce 
Amtrak’s subsidies and uses our sta-
tions and right-of-way as actual in-
come streams. Amtrak should be uti-
lizing every income stream available to 
them and utilizing their right-of-way 
for signage, for cellphone towers, and 
utilizing their stations to actually gen-
erate a larger profit. 

Mr. Speaker, let me just touch on 
one other area that I am very, very 
passionate about, one that hasn’t been 
talked about a lot on this floor but one 
that is getting a great deal of press 
across the entire country. To those 
families that have a pet at home, to 
those families that have to make a de-
cision ‘‘Do I leave my dog or cat at 
home, or I am actually able to travel 
with them on a train?’’ right now they 
have to make a decision to either take 
a car or take an airplane. 

It is amazing to me to find out, as 
somebody from California, when I trav-
el back and forth with my dog, I can 
put them on a plane, but yet I can’t put 
them on a train to go up the Northeast 
corridor or anywhere else across the 
country. This is something that will 
allow new riders that didn’t previously 
want to ride the train before because 
they couldn’t take their pet on there to 
do so, but also a new revenue genera-
tion with paying for those pets the 
same way that our airplanes across the 
country are paid for taking their pets 
as well. 

Now, this is a great, bipartisan bill, 
one that I am very proud that we 
reached across both aisles. We whipped 
every Member of the Transportation 
Committee to make sure that we had 
true results across the entire country 
to get not only bipartisan support, but 
unanimous support. You talk about the 
right way to get a bill done, this is it, 
by encouraging Members of both par-
ties to actually work together for real 
reforms that move America forward. 
This rail bill does just that. It will cre-
ate jobs; it will create a more efficient 
passenger rail; and this is going to give 
new opportunities to those that never 
were able to ride rail before the oppor-
tunity to be greater involved. 

Let me just touch on one last point. 
Across the entire country, our pas-
senger rail oftentimes rides on our 
freight rail system. They have to share 
the same tracks. 

b 1300 

Well, one of the challenges is we have 
bottlenecks across the entire country. 
As we expand that new infrastructure, 
as we create these new jobs, as we cre-
ate greater efficiencies, we need to be 

able to do it in a timely and cost-effec-
tive manner. 

What we have done is cut a lot of red 
tape and streamlined the process. 
There are both environmental and his-
toric review that we actually put time 
periods on. We want to do the reviews. 
We want to make sure that it still re-
mains historic and that we are being 
environmentally sensitive. 

We are just saying: Let’s streamline 
the process so we can get the projects 
done quickly, getting people to work, 
and getting a rail system that is like 
no other across the entire globe. 

We have great improvements here. I 
am very proud of this bill and the work 
that we have done here, and I am look-
ing for full passage this afternoon. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, it is my great pleasure to yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN), a member of the 
committee and a leader on transpor-
tation issues. 

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Georgia for yielding me this time. 

I rise in very strong support of this 
legislation for all of the reasons that 
were just stated by Chairman DENHAM, 
who has been a great chairman of the 
Railroad Subcommittee. 

This is a major reform bill that I 
think every Member should be very 
proud to support. It is especially a very 
fiscally conservative bill. It will save 
$2.3 billion over the next 4 years, and it 
is moving this Congress and this legis-
lation in a new direction, a better di-
rection, from a fiscal standpoint. 

It also is going to save a very sub-
stantial amount of money on food serv-
ice. According to The New York Times, 
train food service lost $800 million over 
the last 10 years. This bill will, in a 
graduated way, remove the subsidy for 
train food service until it gets on a 
self-supporting basis, so it is fiscally 
conservative and commonsense legisla-
tion in that respect also. 

It speeds up the environmental re-
view process. This is an area that we 
try to do in all of our transportation 
bills because we have been doing all of 
our major transportation projects in 
such a convoluted, complicated bureau-
cratic way that we have always taken 
about three times as long as any other 
developed nation to do the things to 
improve our infrastructure that needs 
to be done. 

This bill also introduces opportuni-
ties for competition. This is another 
good thing about this bill because, if 
we really believe in the free market 
and in free enterprise, we need to give 
more companies and more people a 
chance to get into these businesses and 
make all of our industries have greater 
ease of entry. 

Another thing that I think is good 
about this legislation—this major re-
form bill—is that it empowers States 
to get involved by setting up a new 
State-supported route advisory com-
mittee. This has the potential of cre-
ating new train service in States, such 
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as mine in Tennessee, that don’t have 
passenger train service at this time. 

For all these reasons and for all the 
reasons that Congressman DENHAM— 
Chairman DENHAM—just mentioned, I 
think this is a bill that deserves the 
support of all the Members on both 
sides of the aisle. 

I rise in strong support of this legis-
lation. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Again, we support the rule and the 
underlying bill. I want to thank every-
body involved. This is a bipartisan ef-
fort. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I want to reiterate the partnership 
that went on here not just with the un-
derlying bill, but with the amendment 
process that is happening here, seven 
amendments available for our col-
leagues this afternoon. 

If you don’t want to see Amtrak sub-
sidized by the Federal Government—a 
lot of folks would have kept your voice 
silent—this amendment process allows 
your voice to be heard. 

If you want to make sure that all the 
folks doing contracting with Amtrak 
are focused on veterans and veteran- 
owned small businesses—you want that 
included in the underlying bill—we 
have an amendment process today that 
allows you to add that language. 

If you are concerned about the in-
spector general’s reports and what they 
are looking at and how they are calcu-
lating it, we give you a chance to make 
those changes. 

Issue after issue after issue, Mr. 
Speaker—again, three Republican 
ideas, four Democratic ideas—we allow 
those to come to the floor in this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, passenger rail is an ex-
ample of one of those things that di-
vides this country. If you live in Cali-
fornia, as the chairman does, you have 
a spectacular rail system. If you live in 
the Northeast corridor, you have a 
spectacular rail system. 

If you live in the State of Georgia, 
you can ride your horse to your next 
destination faster than you can take 
the train. That is not an inequity that 
we are going to solve in this bill; and, 
arguably, we don’t even need to solve 
that inequity. 

I am happy for my friends in the 
Northeast corridor to have spectacular 
service. It is profitable. Folks want it, 
folks need it, folks use it, and folks are 
willing to dig into their pockets to pay 
for it. 

In fact, there is an amendment that 
is going to be offered here today, Mr. 
Speaker, that would allow competitive 
private train service in that corridor. 
Now, that is going to be up to the body 
to decide whether or not they think 
that is a good idea. 

Imagine that, imagine that, Mr. 
Speaker, that before us today you have 
your choice of: Do you want the bill as 
the committee has crafted it, saving 

money, as my friend from Tennessee 
described? Do you want to eliminate 
Amtrak subsidies altogether and say, 
We do not have a national interest in 
rail, and our budget will reflect that? 
Or do we want to allow even more rail 
service by allowing private competi-
tion on some of these Amtrak-owned 
routes? 

Mr. Speaker, that is why I came to 
this body. I am not going to try to 
twist any arms on this floor about 
which amendments they ought to vote 
for and which they don’t. Folks have 
their own set of a million constituents 
back home, and they ought to rep-
resent those interests. 

What I will twist arms on this floor 
to do, Mr. Speaker, is to support the 
rule that allows for this kind of open 
debate. As I think my friend from Mas-
sachusetts would agree, we have not al-
ways had the open debates on impor-
tant issues that I think we would all 
agree should be had. It is a process, and 
today, we got that process right. 

This rule is worthy of the support of 
all of my colleagues: Republicans, 
Democrats, north, south, east, and 
west. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, House Report 
114–36, the report to accompany H. Res. 134, 
the special rule governing consideration of 
H.R. 749, contains an inaccurate summary of 
Amendment #6 offered by Mr. MCCLINTOCK of 
California. The summary should read as fol-
lows: 

The amendment eliminates all Federal as-
sistance for Amtrak. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate disagree to the request 
for conference by the House of Rep-
resentatives on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses to the bill (H.R. 240) 
‘‘An Act making appropriations for the 
Department of Homeland Security for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2015, and for other purposes.’’. 

f 

b 1315 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2015 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill (H.R. 240) making appropriations 
for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2015, and for other purposes, 
with the Senate amendment thereto, 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DENHAM). The Clerk will report the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment: 
Strike all after the first word and insert 

the following: 
the following sums are appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2015, and for other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT AND 

OPERATIONS 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY AND EXECUTIVE 

MANAGEMENT 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Secretary of Homeland Security, as authorized 
by section 102 of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 112), and executive management 
of the Department of Homeland Security, as au-
thorized by law, $132,573,000: Provided, That 
not to exceed $45,000 shall be for official recep-
tion and representation expenses: Provided fur-
ther, That all official costs associated with the 
use of government aircraft by Department of 
Homeland Security personnel to support official 
travel of the Secretary and the Deputy Sec-
retary shall be paid from amounts made avail-
able for the Immediate Office of the Secretary 
and the Immediate Office of the Deputy Sec-
retary: Provided further, That not later than 30 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate, the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representatives, 
and the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate, a com-
prehensive plan for implementation of the bio-
metric entry and exit data system required 
under section 7208 of the Intelligence Reform 
and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (8 U.S.C. 
1365b), including the estimated costs for imple-
mentation. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Management, as authorized 
by sections 701 through 705 of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 341 through 345), 
$187,503,000, of which not to exceed $2,250 shall 
be for official reception and representation ex-
penses: Provided, That of the total amount 
made available under this heading, $4,493,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 2016, 
solely for the alteration and improvement of fa-
cilities, tenant improvements, and relocation 
costs to consolidate Department headquarters 
operations at the Nebraska Avenue Complex; 
and $6,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016, for the Human Resources Infor-
mation Technology program: Provided further, 
That the Under Secretary for Management shall 
include in the President’s budget proposal for 
fiscal year 2016, submitted pursuant to section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, a Com-
prehensive Acquisition Status Report, which 
shall include the information required under the 
heading ‘‘Office of the Under Secretary for 
Management’’ under title I of division D of the 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2012 (Public 
Law 112–74), and shall submit quarterly updates 
to such report not later than 45 days after the 
completion of each quarter. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Chief Financial Officer, as authorized by sec-
tion 103 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 113), $52,020,000: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall submit to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, at the time the 
President’s budget proposal for fiscal year 2016 
is submitted pursuant to section 1105(a) of title 
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31, United States Code, the Future Years Home-
land Security Program, as authorized by section 
874 of Public Law 107–296 (6 U.S.C. 454). 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Chief Information Officer, as authorized by sec-
tion 103 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 113), and Department-wide technology 
investments, $288,122,000; of which $99,028,000 
shall be available for salaries and expenses; and 
of which $189,094,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2016, shall be available for devel-
opment and acquisition of information tech-
nology equipment, software, services, and re-
lated activities for the Department of Homeland 
Security. 

ANALYSIS AND OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses for intelligence anal-

ysis and operations coordination activities, as 
authorized by title II of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 121 et seq.), $255,804,000; of 
which not to exceed $3,825 shall be for official 
reception and representation expenses; and of 
which $102,479,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2016. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. 
App.), $118,617,000; of which not to exceed 
$300,000 may be used for certain confidential 
operational expenses, including the payment of 
informants, to be expended at the direction of 
the Inspector General. 

TITLE II 
SECURITY, ENFORCEMENT, AND 

INVESTIGATIONS 
UNITED STATES CUSTOMS AND BORDER 

PROTECTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for enforcement of 
laws relating to border security, immigration, 
customs, agricultural inspections and regulatory 
activities related to plant and animal imports, 
and transportation of unaccompanied minor 
aliens; purchase and lease of up to 7,500 (6,500 
for replacement only) police-type vehicles; and 
contracting with individuals for personal serv-
ices abroad; $8,459,657,000; of which $3,274,000 
shall be derived from the Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund for administrative expenses related 
to the collection of the Harbor Maintenance Fee 
pursuant to section 9505(c)(3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 9505(c)(3)) and 
notwithstanding section 1511(e)(1) of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 551(e)(1)); of 
which $30,000,000 shall be available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016, solely for the purpose of hiring, 
training, and equipping United States Customs 
and Border Protection officers at ports of entry; 
of which not to exceed $34,425 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses; of 
which such sums as become available in the 
Customs User Fee Account, except sums subject 
to section 13031(f)(3) of the Consolidated Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 
58c(f)(3)), shall be derived from that account; of 
which not to exceed $150,000 shall be available 
for payment for rental space in connection with 
preclearance operations; and of which not to ex-
ceed $1,000,000 shall be for awards of compensa-
tion to informants, to be accounted for solely 
under the certificate of the Secretary of Home-
land Security: Provided, That for fiscal year 
2015, the overtime limitation prescribed in sec-
tion 5(c)(1) of the Act of February 13, 1911 (19 
U.S.C. 267(c)(1)) shall be $35,000; and notwith-
standing any other provision of law, none of the 
funds appropriated by this Act shall be avail-
able to compensate any employee of United 
States Customs and Border Protection for over-
time, from whatever source, in an amount that 
exceeds such limitation, except in individual 
cases determined by the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, or the designee of the Secretary, to be 

necessary for national security purposes, to pre-
vent excessive costs, or in cases of immigration 
emergencies: Provided further, That the Border 
Patrol shall maintain an active duty presence of 
not less than 21,370 full-time equivalent agents 
protecting the borders of the United States in 
the fiscal year. 

AUTOMATION MODERNIZATION 
For necessary expenses for United States Cus-

toms and Border Protection for operation and 
improvement of automated systems, including 
salaries and expenses, $808,169,000; of which 
$446,075,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2017; and of which not less than 
$140,970,000 shall be for the development of the 
Automated Commercial Environment. 

BORDER SECURITY FENCING, INFRASTRUCTURE, 
AND TECHNOLOGY 

For expenses for border security fencing, in-
frastructure, and technology, $382,466,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2017. 

AIR AND MARINE OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses for the operations, 

maintenance, and procurement of marine ves-
sels, aircraft, unmanned aircraft systems, the 
Air and Marine Operations Center, and other 
related equipment of the air and marine pro-
gram, including salaries and expenses, oper-
ational training, and mission-related travel, the 
operations of which include the following: the 
interdiction of narcotics and other goods; the 
provision of support to Federal, State, and local 
agencies in the enforcement or administration of 
laws enforced by the Department of Homeland 
Security; and, at the discretion of the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, the provision of assist-
ance to Federal, State, and local agencies in 
other law enforcement and emergency humani-
tarian efforts; $750,469,000; of which $299,800,000 
shall be available for salaries and expenses; and 
of which $450,669,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2017: Provided, That no air-
craft or other related equipment, with the excep-
tion of aircraft that are one of a kind and have 
been identified as excess to United States Cus-
toms and Border Protection requirements and 
aircraft that have been damaged beyond repair, 
shall be transferred to any other Federal agen-
cy, department, or office outside of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security during fiscal year 
2015 without prior notice to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives: Provided further, That funding 
made available under this heading shall be 
available for customs expenses when necessary 
to maintain or to temporarily increase oper-
ations in Puerto Rico: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall report 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives, not later 
than 90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, on any changes to the 5-year strategic plan 
for the air and marine program required under 
the heading ‘‘Air and Marine Interdiction, Op-
erations, and Maintenance’’ in Public Law 112– 
74. 

CONSTRUCTION AND FACILITIES MANAGEMENT 
For necessary expenses to plan, acquire, con-

struct, renovate, equip, furnish, operate, man-
age, and maintain buildings, facilities, and re-
lated infrastructure necessary for the adminis-
tration and enforcement of the laws relating to 
customs, immigration, and border security, 
$288,821,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2019. 

UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS 
ENFORCEMENT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses for enforcement of im-

migration and customs laws, detention and re-
movals, and investigations, including intellec-
tual property rights and overseas vetted units 
operations; and purchase and lease of up to 
3,790 (2,350 for replacement only) police-type ve-
hicles; $5,932,756,000; of which not to exceed 

$10,000,000 shall be available until expended for 
conducting special operations under section 3131 
of the Customs Enforcement Act of 1986 (19 
U.S.C. 2081); of which not to exceed $11,475 shall 
be for official reception and representation ex-
penses; of which not to exceed $2,000,000 shall be 
for awards of compensation to informants, to be 
accounted for solely under the certificate of the 
Secretary of Homeland Security; of which not 
less than $305,000 shall be for promotion of pub-
lic awareness of the child pornography tipline 
and activities to counter child exploitation; of 
which not less than $5,400,000 shall be used to 
facilitate agreements consistent with section 
287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1357(g)); of which not to exceed 
$40,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2017, is for maintenance, construction, and 
lease hold improvements at owned and leased 
facilities; and of which not to exceed $11,216,000 
shall be available to fund or reimburse other 
Federal agencies for the costs associated with 
the care, maintenance, and repatriation of 
smuggled aliens unlawfully present in the 
United States: Provided, That none of the funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
available to compensate any employee for over-
time in an annual amount in excess of $35,000, 
except that the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
or the designee of the Secretary, may waive that 
amount as necessary for national security pur-
poses and in cases of immigration emergencies: 
Provided further, That of the total amount pro-
vided, $15,770,000 shall be for activities to en-
force laws against forced child labor, of which 
not to exceed $6,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That of the 
total amount available, not less than 
$1,600,000,000 shall be available to identify 
aliens convicted of a crime who may be deport-
able, and to remove them from the United States 
once they are judged deportable: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall prioritize the identification and removal of 
aliens convicted of a crime by the severity of 
that crime: Provided further, That funding 
made available under this heading shall main-
tain a level of not less than 34,000 detention 
beds through September 30, 2015: Provided fur-
ther, That of the total amount provided, not less 
than $3,431,444,000 is for detention, enforcement, 
and removal operations, including transpor-
tation of unaccompanied minor aliens: Provided 
further, That of the amount provided for Cus-
tody Operations in the previous proviso, 
$45,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2019: Provided further, That of the 
total amount provided for the Visa Security Pro-
gram and international investigations, 
$43,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016: Provided further, That not less 
than $15,000,000 shall be available for investiga-
tion of intellectual property rights violations, 
including operation of the National Intellectual 
Property Rights Coordination Center: Provided 
further, That none of the funds provided under 
this heading may be used to continue a delega-
tion of law enforcement authority authorized 
under section 287(g) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1357(g)) if the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Inspector General 
determines that the terms of the agreement gov-
erning the delegation of authority have been 
materially violated: Provided further, That none 
of the funds provided under this heading may 
be used to continue any contract for the provi-
sion of detention services if the two most recent 
overall performance evaluations received by the 
contracted facility are less than ‘‘adequate’’ or 
the equivalent median score in any subsequent 
performance evaluation system: Provided fur-
ther, That nothing under this heading shall pre-
vent United States Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement from exercising those authorities 
provided under immigration laws (as defined in 
section 101(a)(17) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(17))) during pri-
ority operations pertaining to aliens convicted 
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of a crime: Provided further, That without re-
gard to the limitation as to time and condition 
of section 503(d) of this Act, the Secretary may 
propose to reprogram and transfer funds within 
and into this appropriation necessary to ensure 
the detention of aliens prioritized for removal. 

AUTOMATION MODERNIZATION 

For expenses of immigration and customs en-
forcement automated systems, $26,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2017. 

TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

AVIATION SECURITY 

For necessary expenses of the Transportation 
Security Administration related to providing 
civil aviation security services pursuant to the 
Aviation and Transportation Security Act (Pub-
lic Law 107–71; 115 Stat. 597; 49 U.S.C. 40101 
note), $5,639,095,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2016; of which not to exceed $7,650 
shall be for official reception and representation 
expenses: Provided, That any award to deploy 
explosives detection systems shall be based on 
risk, the airport’s current reliance on other 
screening solutions, lobby congestion resulting 
in increased security concerns, high injury 
rates, airport readiness, and increased cost ef-
fectiveness: Provided further, That security 
service fees authorized under section 44940 of 
title 49, United States Code, shall be credited to 
this appropriation as offsetting collections and 
shall be available only for aviation security: 
Provided further, That the sum appropriated 
under this heading from the general fund shall 
be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis as such 
offsetting collections are received during fiscal 
year 2015 so as to result in a final fiscal year ap-
propriation from the general fund estimated at 
not more than $3,574,095,000: Provided further, 
That the fees deposited under this heading in 
fiscal year 2013 and sequestered pursuant to sec-
tion 251A of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901a), 
that are currently unavailable for obligation, 
are hereby permanently cancelled: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding section 44923 of title 
49, United States Code, for fiscal year 2015, any 
funds in the Aviation Security Capital Fund es-
tablished by section 44923(h) of title 49, United 
States Code, may be used for the procurement 
and installation of explosives detection systems 
or for the issuance of other transaction agree-
ments for the purpose of funding projects de-
scribed in section 44923(a) of such title: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, mobile explosives detection equip-
ment purchased and deployed using funds made 
available under this heading may be moved and 
redeployed to meet evolving passenger and bag-
gage screening security priorities at airports: 
Provided further, That none of the funds made 
available in this Act may be used for any re-
cruiting or hiring of personnel into the Trans-
portation Security Administration that would 
cause the agency to exceed a staffing level of 
45,000 full-time equivalent screeners: Provided 
further, That the preceding proviso shall not 
apply to personnel hired as part-time employees: 
Provided further, That not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator of the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration shall submit to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives a detailed report on— 

(1) the Department of Homeland Security ef-
forts and resources being devoted to develop 
more advanced integrated passenger screening 
technologies for the most effective security of 
passengers and baggage at the lowest possible 
operating and acquisition costs, including pro-
jected funding levels for each fiscal year for the 
next 5 years or until project completion, which-
ever is earlier; 

(2) how the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration is deploying its existing passenger and 
baggage screener workforce in the most cost ef-
fective manner; and 

(3) labor savings from the deployment of im-
proved technologies for passenger and baggage 
screening and how those savings are being used 
to offset security costs or reinvested to address 
security vulnerabilities: 
Provided further, That not later than April 15, 
2015, the Administrator of the Transportation 
Security Administration shall submit to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, a semiannual re-
port updating information on a strategy to in-
crease the number of air passengers eligible for 
expedited screening, including: 

(1) specific benchmarks and performance 
measures to increase participation in Pre-Check 
by air carriers, airports, and passengers; 

(2) options to facilitate direct application for 
enrollment in Pre-Check through the Transpor-
tation Security Administration’s Web site, air-
ports, and other enrollment locations; 

(3) use of third parties to pre-screen pas-
sengers for expedited screening; 

(4) inclusion of populations already vetted by 
the Transportation Security Administration and 
other trusted populations as eligible for expe-
dited screening; 

(5) resource implications of expedited pas-
senger screening resulting from the use of risk- 
based security methods; and 

(6) the total number and percentage of pas-
sengers using Pre-Check lanes who: 

(A) have enrolled in Pre-Check since Trans-
portation Security Administration enrollment 
centers were established; 

(B) enrolled using the Transportation Security 
Administration’s Pre-Check application Web 
site; 

(C) were enrolled as frequent flyers of a par-
ticipating airline; 

(D) utilized Pre-Check as a result of their en-
rollment in a Trusted Traveler program of 
United States Customs and Border Protection; 

(E) were selectively identified to participate in 
expedited screening through the use of Managed 
Inclusion in fiscal year 2014; and 

(F) are enrolled in all other Pre-Check cat-
egories: 
Provided further, That Members of the United 
States House of Representatives and United 
States Senate, including the leadership; the 
heads of Federal agencies and commissions, in-
cluding the Secretary, Deputy Secretary, Under 
Secretaries, and Assistant Secretaries of the De-
partment of Homeland Security; the United 
States Attorney General, Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral, Assistant Attorneys General, and the 
United States Attorneys; and senior members of 
the Executive Office of the President, including 
the Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget, shall not be exempt from Federal pas-
senger and baggage screening. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION SECURITY 
For necessary expenses of the Transportation 

Security Administration related to surface 
transportation security activities, $123,749,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2016. 

INTELLIGENCE AND VETTING 
For necessary expenses for the development 

and implementation of intelligence and vetting 
activities, $219,166,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2016. 

TRANSPORTATION SECURITY SUPPORT 
For necessary expenses of the Transportation 

Security Administration related to transpor-
tation security support pursuant to the Aviation 
and Transportation Security Act (Public Law 
107–71; 115 Stat. 597; 49 U.S.C. 40101 note), 
$917,226,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2016: Provided, That not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator of the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration shall submit to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives— 

(1) a report providing evidence demonstrating 
that behavioral indicators can be used to iden-

tify passengers who may pose a threat to avia-
tion security and the plans that will be put into 
place to collect additional performance data; 
and 

(2) a report addressing each of the rec-
ommendations outlined in the report entitled 
‘‘TSA Needs Additional Information Before Pro-
curing Next-Generation Systems’’, published by 
the Government Accountability Office on March 
31, 2014, and describing the steps the Transpor-
tation Security Administration is taking to im-
plement acquisition best practices, increase in-
dustry engagement, and improve transparency 
with regard to technology acquisition programs: 

Provided further, That of the funds provided 
under this heading, $25,000,000 shall be withheld 
from obligation for Headquarters Administration 
until the submission of the reports required by 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of the preceding proviso. 

COAST GUARD 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the operation and 
maintenance of the Coast Guard, not otherwise 
provided for; purchase or lease of not to exceed 
25 passenger motor vehicles, which shall be for 
replacement only; purchase or lease of small 
boats for contingent and emergent requirements 
(at a unit cost of no more than $700,000) and re-
pairs and service-life replacements, not to ex-
ceed a total of $31,000,000; purchase or lease of 
boats necessary for overseas deployments and 
activities; minor shore construction projects not 
exceeding $1,000,000 in total cost on any loca-
tion; payments pursuant to section 156 of Public 
Law 97–377 (42 U.S.C. 402 note; 96 Stat. 1920); 
and recreation and welfare; $7,043,318,000, of 
which $553,000,000 shall be for defense-related 
activities, of which $213,000,000 is designated by 
the Congress for Overseas Contingency Oper-
ations/Global War on Terrorism pursuant to sec-
tion 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 and shall 
be available only if the President subsequently 
so designates all such amounts and transmits 
such designations to the Congress; of which 
$24,500,000 shall be derived from the Oil Spill Li-
ability Trust Fund to carry out the purposes of 
section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 
(33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)); and of which not to ex-
ceed $15,300 shall be for official reception and 
representation expenses: Provided, That none of 
the funds made available by this Act shall be for 
expenses incurred for recreational vessels under 
section 12114 of title 46, United States Code, ex-
cept to the extent fees are collected from owners 
of yachts and credited to this appropriation: 
Provided further, That to the extent fees are in-
sufficient to pay expenses of recreational vessel 
documentation under such section 12114, and 
there is a backlog of recreational vessel applica-
tions, then personnel performing non-rec-
reational vessel documentation functions under 
subchapter II of chapter 121 of title 46, United 
States Code, may perform documentation under 
section 12114: Provided further, That of the 
funds provided under this heading, $85,000,000 
shall be withheld from obligation for Coast 
Guard Headquarters Directorates until a future- 
years capital investment plan for fiscal years 
2016 through 2020, as specified under the head-
ing ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisition, Construction, 
and Improvements’’ of this Act, is submitted to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading for Overseas Contingency Operations/ 
Global War on Terrorism may be allocated by 
program, project, and activity, notwithstanding 
section 503 of this Act: Provided further, That, 
without regard to the limitation as to time and 
condition of section 503(d) of this Act, after 
June 30, up to $10,000,000 may be reprogrammed 
to or from Military Pay and Allowances in ac-
cordance with subsections (a), (b), and (c) of 
section 503. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE AND RESTORATION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the envi-
ronmental compliance and restoration functions 
of the Coast Guard under chapter 19 of title 14, 
United States Code, $13,197,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2019. 

RESERVE TRAINING 

For necessary expenses of the Coast Guard 
Reserve, as authorized by law; operations and 
maintenance of the Coast Guard reserve pro-
gram; personnel and training costs; and equip-
ment and services; $114,572,000. 

ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, AND IMPROVEMENTS 

For necessary expenses of acquisition, con-
struction, renovation, and improvement of aids 
to navigation, shore facilities, vessels, and air-
craft, including equipment related thereto; and 
maintenance, rehabilitation, lease, and oper-
ation of facilities and equipment; as authorized 
by law; $1,225,223,000; of which $20,000,000 shall 
be derived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust 
Fund to carry out the purposes of section 
1012(a)(5) of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 
U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)); and of which the following 
amounts shall be available until September 30, 
2019 (except as subsequently specified): 
$6,000,000 for military family housing; 
$824,347,000 to acquire, effect major repairs to, 
renovate, or improve vessels, small boats, and 
related equipment; $180,000,000 to acquire, effect 
major repairs to, renovate, or improve aircraft or 
increase aviation capability; $59,300,000 for 
other acquisition programs; $40,580,000 for shore 
facilities and aids to navigation, including fa-
cilities at Department of Defense installations 
used by the Coast Guard; and $114,996,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2015, for per-
sonnel compensation and benefits and related 
costs: Provided, That the funds provided by this 
Act shall be immediately available and allotted 
to contract for the production of the eighth Na-
tional Security Cutter notwithstanding the 
availability of funds for post-production costs: 
Provided further, That the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard shall submit to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate, and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives, at the 
time the President’s budget proposal for fiscal 
year 2016 is submitted pursuant to section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, a future- 
years capital investment plan for the Coast 
Guard that identifies for each requested capital 
asset— 

(1) the proposed appropriations included in 
that budget; 

(2) the total estimated cost of completion, in-
cluding and clearly delineating the costs of as-
sociated major acquisition systems infrastruc-
ture and transition to operations; 

(3) projected funding levels for each fiscal 
year for the next 5 fiscal years or until acquisi-
tion program baseline or project completion, 
whichever is earlier; 

(4) an estimated completion date at the pro-
jected funding levels; and 

(5) a current acquisition program baseline for 
each capital asset, as applicable, that— 

(A) includes the total acquisition cost of each 
asset, subdivided by fiscal year and including a 
detailed description of the purpose of the pro-
posed funding levels for each fiscal year, includ-
ing for each fiscal year funds requested for de-
sign, pre-acquisition activities, production, 
structural modifications, missionization, post- 
delivery, and transition to operations costs; 

(B) includes a detailed project schedule 
through completion, subdivided by fiscal year, 
that details— 

(i) quantities planned for each fiscal year; 
and 

(ii) major acquisition and project events, in-
cluding development of operational require-
ments, contracting actions, design reviews, pro-

duction, delivery, test and evaluation, and tran-
sition to operations, including necessary train-
ing, shore infrastructure, and logistics; 

(C) notes and explains any deviations in cost, 
performance parameters, schedule, or estimated 
date of completion from the original acquisition 
program baseline and the most recent baseline 
approved by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s Acquisition Review Board, if applicable; 

(D) aligns the acquisition of each asset to mis-
sion requirements by defining existing capabili-
ties of comparable legacy assets, identifying 
known capability gaps between such existing 
capabilities and stated mission requirements, 
and explaining how the acquisition of each 
asset will address such known capability gaps; 

(E) defines life-cycle costs for each asset and 
the date of the estimate on which such costs are 
based, including all associated costs of major ac-
quisitions systems infrastructure and transition 
to operations, delineated by purpose and fiscal 
year for the projected service life of the asset; 

(F) includes the earned value management 
system summary schedule performance index 
and cost performance index for each asset, if ap-
plicable; and 

(G) includes a phase-out and decommissioning 
schedule delineated by fiscal year for each exist-
ing legacy asset that each asset is intended to 
replace or recapitalize: 
Provided further, That the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard shall ensure that amounts specified 
in the future-years capital investment plan are 
consistent, to the maximum extent practicable, 
with proposed appropriations necessary to sup-
port the programs, projects, and activities of the 
Coast Guard in the President’s budget proposal 
for fiscal year 2016, submitted pursuant to sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code: Pro-
vided further, That any inconsistencies between 
the capital investment plan and proposed appro-
priations shall be identified and justified: Pro-
vided further, That the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget shall not delay the 
submission of the capital investment plan re-
ferred to by the preceding provisos: Provided 
further, That the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall have no more than a 
single period of 10 consecutive business days to 
review the capital investment plan prior to sub-
mission: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall notify the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate, and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives one 
day after the capital investment plan is sub-
mitted to the Office of Management and Budget 
for review and the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget shall notify the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate, and the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives when such review is completed: Provided 
further, That subsections (a) and (b) of section 
6402 of Public Law 110–28 shall hereafter apply 
with respect to the amounts made available 
under this heading. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND 
EVALUATION 

For necessary expenses for applied scientific 
research, development, test, and evaluation; and 
for maintenance, rehabilitation, lease, and oper-
ation of facilities and equipment; as authorized 
by law; $17,892,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2017, of which $500,000 shall be 
derived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
to carry out the purposes of section 1012(a)(5) of 
the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 
2712(a)(5)): Provided, That there may be cred-
ited to and used for the purposes of this appro-
priation funds received from State and local 
governments, other public authorities, private 
sources, and foreign countries for expenses in-

curred for research, development, testing, and 
evaluation. 

RETIRED PAY 

For retired pay, including the payment of ob-
ligations otherwise chargeable to lapsed appro-
priations for this purpose, payments under the 
Retired Serviceman’s Family Protection and 
Survivor Benefits Plans, payment for career sta-
tus bonuses, concurrent receipts, and combat-re-
lated special compensation under the National 
Defense Authorization Act, and payments for 
medical care of retired personnel and their de-
pendents under chapter 55 of title 10, United 
States Code, $1,450,626,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Secret Service, including purchase of not to ex-
ceed 652 vehicles for police-type use for replace-
ment only; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
purchase of motorcycles made in the United 
States; hire of aircraft; services of expert wit-
nesses at such rates as may be determined by the 
Director of the United States Secret Service; 
rental of buildings in the District of Columbia, 
and fencing, lighting, guard booths, and other 
facilities on private or other property not in 
Government ownership or control, as may be 
necessary to perform protective functions; pay-
ment of per diem or subsistence allowances to 
employees in cases in which a protective assign-
ment on the actual day or days of the visit of a 
protectee requires an employee to work 16 hours 
per day or to remain overnight at a post of duty; 
conduct of and participation in firearms 
matches; presentation of awards; travel of 
United States Secret Service employees on pro-
tective missions without regard to the limita-
tions on such expenditures in this or any other 
Act if approval is obtained in advance from the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives; research and de-
velopment; grants to conduct behavioral re-
search in support of protective research and op-
erations; and payment in advance for commer-
cial accommodations as may be necessary to per-
form protective functions; $1,615,860,000; of 
which not to exceed $19,125 shall be for official 
reception and representation expenses; of which 
not to exceed $100,000 shall be to provide tech-
nical assistance and equipment to foreign law 
enforcement organizations in counterfeit inves-
tigations; of which $2,366,000 shall be for foren-
sic and related support of investigations of miss-
ing and exploited children; of which $6,000,000 
shall be for a grant for activities related to in-
vestigations of missing and exploited children 
and shall remain available until September 30, 
2016; and of which not less than $12,000,000 
shall be for activities related to training in elec-
tronic crimes investigations and forensics: Pro-
vided, That $18,000,000 for protective travel shall 
remain available until September 30, 2016: Pro-
vided further, That $4,500,000 for National Spe-
cial Security Events shall remain available until 
September 30, 2016: Provided further, That the 
United States Secret Service is authorized to ob-
ligate funds in anticipation of reimbursements 
from Federal agencies and entities, as defined in 
section 105 of title 5, United States Code, for 
personnel receiving training sponsored by the 
James J. Rowley Training Center, except that 
total obligations at the end of the fiscal year 
shall not exceed total budgetary resources avail-
able under this heading at the end of the fiscal 
year: Provided further, That none of the funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
available to compensate any employee for over-
time in an annual amount in excess of $35,000, 
except that the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
or the designee of the Secretary, may waive that 
amount as necessary for national security pur-
poses: Provided further, That none of the funds 
made available to the United States Secret Serv-
ice by this Act or by previous appropriations 
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Acts may be made available for the protection of 
the head of a Federal agency other than the 
Secretary of Homeland Security: Provided fur-
ther, That the Director of the United States Se-
cret Service may enter into an agreement to pro-
vide such protection on a fully reimbursable 
basis: Provided further, That none of the funds 
made available to the United States Secret Serv-
ice by this Act or by previous appropriations 
Acts may be obligated for the purpose of open-
ing a new permanent domestic or overseas office 
or location unless the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Represent-
atives are notified 15 days in advance of such 
obligation: Provided further, That not later 
than 90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the United States Secret 
Service shall submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, a report providing evidence 
that the United States Secret Service has suffi-
ciently reviewed its professional standards of 
conduct; and has issued new guidance and pro-
cedures for the conduct of employees when en-
gaged in overseas operations and protective mis-
sions, consistent with the critical missions of, 
and the unique position of public trust occupied 
by, the United States Secret Service: Provided 
further, That of the funds provided under this 
heading, $10,000,000 shall be withheld from obli-
gation for Headquarters, Management and Ad-
ministration until such report is submitted: Pro-
vided further, That for purposes of section 
503(b) of this Act, $15,000,000 or 10 percent, 
whichever is less, may be transferred between 
Protection of Persons and Facilities and Domes-
tic Field Operations. 

ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENTS, 
AND RELATED EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for acquisition, con-
struction, repair, alteration, and improvement of 
physical and technological infrastructure, 
$49,935,000; of which $5,380,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2019, shall be for acqui-
sition, construction, improvement, and mainte-
nance of the James J. Rowley Training Center; 
and of which $44,555,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017, shall be for Informa-
tion Integration and Technology Trans-
formation program execution. 

TITLE III 
PROTECTION, PREPAREDNESS, RESPONSE, 

AND RECOVERY 
NATIONAL PROTECTION AND PROGRAMS 

DIRECTORATE 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

For salaries and expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for the National Protection and 
Programs Directorate, support for operations, 
and information technology, $61,651,000: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $3,825 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses: Pro-
vided further, That the President’s budget pro-
posal for fiscal year 2016, submitted pursuant to 
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, 
shall be detailed by office, and by program, 
project, and activity level, for the National Pro-
tection and Programs Directorate. 
INFRASTRUCTURE PROTECTION AND INFORMATION 

SECURITY 
For necessary expenses for infrastructure pro-

tection and information security programs and 
activities, as authorized by title II of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 121 et seq.), 
$1,188,679,000, of which $225,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2016: Provided, 
That if, due to delays in contract actions, the 
National Protection and Programs Directorate 
will not fully obligate funds for Federal Net-
work Security or for Network Security Deploy-
ment program, project, and activities as pro-
vided in the accompanying statement and sec-
tion 548 of this Act, such funds may be applied 
to Next Generation Networks program, project, 
and activities, notwithstanding section 503 of 
this Act. 

FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE 

The revenues and collections of security fees 
credited to this account shall be available until 
expended for necessary expenses related to the 
protection of federally owned and leased build-
ings and for the operations of the Federal Pro-
tective Service: Provided, That the Director of 
the Federal Protective Service shall submit at 
the time the President’s budget proposal for fis-
cal year 2016 is submitted pursuant to section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, a stra-
tegic human capital plan that aligns fee collec-
tions to personnel requirements based on a cur-
rent threat assessment. 

OFFICE OF BIOMETRIC IDENTITY MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses for the Office of Bio-
metric Identity Management, as authorized by 
section 7208 of the Intelligence Reform and Ter-
rorism Prevention Act of 2004 (8 U.S.C. 1365b), 
$252,056,000: Provided, That of the total amount 
made available under this heading, $122,150,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 2017. 

OFFICE OF HEALTH AFFAIRS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of Health 
Affairs, $129,358,000; of which $26,148,000 is for 
salaries and expenses and $86,891,000 is for 
BioWatch operations: Provided, That of the 
amount made available under this heading, 
$16,319,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016, for biosurveillance, chemical de-
fense, medical and health planning and coordi-
nation, and workforce health protection: Pro-
vided further, That not to exceed $2,250 shall be 
for official reception and representation ex-
penses. 

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, $934,396,000, includ-
ing activities authorized by the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), the 
Cerro Grande Fire Assistance Act of 2000 (divi-
sion C, title I, 114 Stat. 583), the Earthquake 
Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7701 et 
seq.), the Defense Production Act of 1950 (50 
U.S.C. App. 2061 et seq.), sections 107 and 303 of 
the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 404, 
405), Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (5 U.S.C. 
App.), the National Dam Safety Program Act (33 
U.S.C. 467 et seq.), the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 101 et seq.), the Implementing 
Recommendations of the 9/11 Commission Act of 
2007 (Public Law 110–53), the Federal Fire Pre-
vention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2201 
et seq.), the Post-Katrina Emergency Manage-
ment Reform Act of 2006 (Public Law 109–295; 
120 Stat. 1394), the Biggert-Waters Flood Insur-
ance Reform Act of 2012 (Public Law 112–141, 
126 Stat. 916), and the Homeowner Flood Insur-
ance Affordability Act of 2014 (Public Law 113– 
89): Provided, That not to exceed $2,250 shall be 
for official reception and representation ex-
penses: Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, 
$35,180,000 shall be for the Urban Search and 
Rescue Response System, of which none is avail-
able for Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy administrative costs: Provided further, That 
of the total amount made available under this 
heading, $30,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2016, for capital improvements 
and other expenses related to continuity of oper-
ations at the Mount Weather Emergency Oper-
ations Center: Provided further, That of the 
total amount made available, $3,400,000 shall be 
for the Office of National Capital Region Co-
ordination: Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, not 
less than $4,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2016, for expenses related to mod-
ernization of automated systems. 

STATE AND LOCAL PROGRAMS 
For grants, contracts, cooperative agreements, 

and other activities, $1,500,000,000, which shall 
be allocated as follows: 

(1) $467,000,000 shall be for the State Home-
land Security Grant Program under section 2004 
of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
605), of which not less than $55,000,000 shall be 
for Operation Stonegarden: Provided, That not-
withstanding subsection (c)(4) of such section 
2004, for fiscal year 2015, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico shall make available to local and 
tribal governments amounts provided to the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico under this para-
graph in accordance with subsection (c)(1) of 
such section 2004. 

(2) $600,000,000 shall be for the Urban Area Se-
curity Initiative under section 2003 of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604), of 
which not less than $13,000,000 shall be for orga-
nizations (as described under section 501(c)(3) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt 
from tax under section 501(a) of such code) de-
termined by the Secretary of Homeland Security 
to be at high risk of a terrorist attack. 

(3) $100,000,000 shall be for Public Transpor-
tation Security Assistance, Railroad Security 
Assistance, and Over-the-Road Bus Security As-
sistance under sections 1406, 1513, and 1532 of 
the Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 
Commission Act of 2007 (Public Law 110–53; 6 
U.S.C. 1135, 1163, and 1182), of which not less 
than $10,000,000 shall be for Amtrak security 
and $3,000,000 shall be for Over-the-Road Bus 
Security: Provided, That such public transpor-
tation security assistance shall be provided di-
rectly to public transportation agencies. 

(4) $100,000,000 shall be for Port Security 
Grants in accordance with 46 U.S.C. 70107. 

(5) $233,000,000 shall be to sustain current op-
erations for training, exercises, technical assist-
ance, and other programs, of which $162,991,000 
shall be for training of State, local, and tribal 
emergency response providers: 
Provided, That for grants under paragraphs (1) 
through (4), applications for grants shall be 
made available to eligible applicants not later 
than 60 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, that eligible applicants shall submit appli-
cations not later than 80 days after the grant 
announcement, and the Administrator of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency shall 
act within 65 days after the receipt of an appli-
cation: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
section 2008(a)(11) of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 609(a)(11)) or any other provi-
sion of law, a grantee may not use more than 5 
percent of the amount of a grant made available 
under this heading for expenses directly related 
to administration of the grant: Provided further, 
That for grants under paragraphs (1) and (2), 
the installation of communications towers is not 
considered construction of a building or other 
physical facility: Provided further, That grant-
ees shall provide reports on their use of funds, 
as determined necessary by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security: Provided further, That not-
withstanding section 509 of this Act, the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency may use the funds provided in para-
graph (5) to acquire real property for the pur-
pose of establishing or appropriately extending 
the security buffer zones around Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency training facilities. 

FIREFIGHTER ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
For grants for programs authorized by the 

Federal Fire Prevention and Control Act of 1974 
(15 U.S.C. 2201 et seq.), $680,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2016, of which 
$340,000,000 shall be available to carry out sec-
tion 33 of that Act (15 U.S.C. 2229) and 
$340,000,000 shall be available to carry out sec-
tion 34 of that Act (15 U.S.C. 2229a). 
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT PERFORMANCE GRANTS 

For emergency management performance 
grants, as authorized by the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the 
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Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), the 
Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 (42 
U.S.C. 7701 et seq.), and Reorganization Plan 
No. 3 of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.), $350,000,000. 

RADIOLOGICAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 
PROGRAM 

The aggregate charges assessed during fiscal 
year 2015, as authorized in title III of the De-
partments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development, and Independent Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1999 (42 U.S.C. 5196e), shall 
not be less than 100 percent of the amounts an-
ticipated by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity necessary for its radiological emergency pre-
paredness program for the next fiscal year: Pro-
vided, That the methodology for assessment and 
collection of fees shall be fair and equitable and 
shall reflect costs of providing such services, in-
cluding administrative costs of collecting such 
fees: Provided further, That fees received under 
this heading shall be deposited in this account 
as offsetting collections and will become avail-
able for authorized purposes on October 1, 2015, 
and remain available until expended. 

UNITED STATES FIRE ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses of the United States 

Fire Administration and for other purposes, as 
authorized by the Federal Fire Prevention and 
Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2201 et seq.) and 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 101 
et seq.), $44,000,000. 

DISASTER RELIEF FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses in carrying out the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), 
$7,033,464,494, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which $24,000,000 shall be transferred 
to the Department of Homeland Security Office 
of Inspector General for audits and investiga-
tions related to disasters: Provided, That the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency shall submit to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives the following reports, includ-
ing a specific description of the methodology 
and the source data used in developing such re-
ports: 

(1) an estimate of the following amounts shall 
be submitted for the budget year at the time that 
the President’s budget proposal for fiscal year 
2016 is submitted pursuant to section 1105(a) of 
title 31, United States Code: 

(A) the unobligated balance of funds to be 
carried over from the prior fiscal year to the 
budget year; 

(B) the unobligated balance of funds to be 
carried over from the budget year to the budget 
year plus 1; 

(C) the amount of obligations for non-cata-
strophic events for the budget year; 

(D) the amount of obligations for the budget 
year for catastrophic events delineated by event 
and by State; 

(E) the total amount that has been previously 
obligated or will be required for catastrophic 
events delineated by event and by State for all 
prior years, the current year, the budget year, 
the budget year plus 1, the budget year plus 2, 
and the budget year plus 3 and beyond; 

(F) the amount of previously obligated funds 
that will be recovered for the budget year; 

(G) the amount that will be required for obli-
gations for emergencies, as described in section 
102(1) of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5122(1)), major disasters, as described in section 
102(2) of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5122(2)), fire management assistance grants, as 
described in section 420 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 5187), surge activities, and disaster 
readiness and support activities; and 

(H) the amount required for activities not cov-
ered under section 251(b)(2)(D)(iii) of the Bal-

anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(D)(iii); Public 
Law 99–177); 

(2) an estimate or actual amounts, if avail-
able, of the following for the current fiscal year 
shall be submitted not later than the fifth day 
of each month, and shall be published by the 
Administrator on the Agency’s Web site not 
later than the fifth day of each month: 

(A) a summary of the amount of appropria-
tions made available by source, the transfers ex-
ecuted, the previously allocated funds recov-
ered, and the commitments, allocations, and ob-
ligations made; 

(B) a table of disaster relief activity delineated 
by month, including— 

(i) the beginning and ending balances; 
(ii) the total obligations to include amounts 

obligated for fire assistance, emergencies, surge, 
and disaster support activities; 

(iii) the obligations for catastrophic events de-
lineated by event and by State; and 

(iv) the amount of previously obligated funds 
that are recovered; 

(C) a summary of allocations, obligations, and 
expenditures for catastrophic events delineated 
by event; 

(D) in addition, for a disaster declaration re-
lated to Hurricane Sandy, the cost of the fol-
lowing categories of spending: public assistance, 
individual assistance, mitigation, administra-
tive, operations, and any other relevant cat-
egory (including emergency measures and dis-
aster resources); and 

(E) the date on which funds appropriated will 
be exhausted: 

Provided further, That the Administrator shall 
publish on the Agency’s Web site not later than 
5 days after an award of a public assistance 
grant under section 406 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 5172) the specifics of the grant award: 
Provided further, That for any mission assign-
ment or mission assignment task order to an-
other Federal department or agency regarding a 
major disaster, not later than 5 days after the 
issuance of the mission assignment or task 
order, the Administrator shall publish on the 
Agency’s website the following: the name of the 
impacted State and the disaster declaration for 
such State, the assigned agency, the assistance 
requested, a description of the disaster, the total 
cost estimate, and the amount obligated: Pro-
vided further, That not later than 10 days after 
the last day of each month until the mission as-
signment or task order is completed and closed 
out, the Administrator shall update any 
changes to the total cost estimate and the 
amount obligated: Provided further, That of the 
amount provided under this heading, 
$6,437,792,622 shall be for major disasters de-
clared pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.): Provided further, That the 
amount in the preceding proviso is designated 
by the Congress as being for disaster relief pur-
suant to section 251(b)(2)(D) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985. 

FLOOD HAZARD MAPPING AND RISK ANALYSIS 
PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses, including administra-
tive costs, under section 1360 of the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4101), 
and under sections 100215, 100216, 100226, 100230, 
and 100246 of the Biggert-Waters Flood Insur-
ance Reform Act of 2012, (Public Law 112–141, 
126 Stat. 916), $100,000,000, and such additional 
sums as may be provided by State and local gov-
ernments or other political subdivisions for cost- 
shared mapping activities under section 
1360(f)(2) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 4101(f)(2)), to 
remain available until expended. 

NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE FUND 

For activities under the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the 

Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 
4001 et seq.), the Biggert-Waters Flood Insur-
ance Reform Act of 2012 (subtitle A of title II of 
division F of Public Law 112–141; 126 Stat. 916), 
and the Homeowner Flood Insurance Afford-
ability Act of 2014 (Public Law 113–89; 128 Stat. 
1020), $179,294,000, which shall remain available 
until September 30, 2016, and shall be derived 
from offsetting amounts collected under section 
1308(d) of the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (42 U.S.C. 4015(d)); which is available for 
salaries and expenses associated with flood miti-
gation and flood insurance operations; and 
floodplain management and additional amounts 
for flood mapping: Provided, That of such 
amount, $23,759,000 shall be available for sala-
ries and expenses associated with flood mitiga-
tion and flood insurance operations and 
$155,535,000 shall be available for flood plain 
management and flood mapping: Provided fur-
ther, That any additional fees collected pursu-
ant to section 1308(d) of the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4015(d)) shall be 
credited as an offsetting collection to this ac-
count, to be available for flood plain manage-
ment and flood mapping: Provided further, That 
in fiscal year 2015, no funds shall be available 
from the National Flood Insurance Fund under 
section 1310 of the National Flood Insurance Act 
of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4017) in excess of: 

(1) $136,000,000 for operating expenses; 
(2) $1,139,000,000 for commissions and taxes of 

agents; 
(3) such sums as are necessary for interest on 

Treasury borrowings; and 
(4) $150,000,000, which shall remain available 

until expended, for flood mitigation actions and 
for flood mitigation assistance under section 
1366 of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 4104c), notwithstanding sections 
1366(e) and 1310(a)(7) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
4104c(e), 4017): 

Provided further, That the amounts collected 
under section 102 of the Flood Disaster Protec-
tion Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 4012a) and section 
1366(e) of the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 shall be deposited in the National Flood In-
surance Fund to supplement other amounts 
specified as available for section 1366 of the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968, notwith-
standing section 102(f)(8), section 1366(e), and 
paragraphs (1) through (3) of section 1367(b) of 
such Act (42 U.S.C. 4012a(f)(8), 4104c(e), 
4104d(b)(1)–(3)): Provided further, That total ad-
ministrative costs shall not exceed 4 percent of 
the total appropriation: Provided further, That 
$5,000,000 is available to carry out section 24 of 
the Homeowner Flood Insurance Affordability 
Act of 2014 (42 U.S.C. 4033). 

NATIONAL PREDISASTER MITIGATION FUND 

For the predisaster mitigation grant program 
under section 203 of the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5133), $25,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 

To carry out the emergency food and shelter 
program pursuant to title III of the McKinney- 
Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11331 
et seq.), $120,000,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That total administrative 
costs shall not exceed 3.5 percent of the total 
amount made available under this heading. 

TITLE IV 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING, 
AND SERVICES 

UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION 
SERVICES 

For necessary expenses for citizenship and im-
migration services, $124,435,000 for the E-Verify 
Program, as described in section 403(a) of the Il-
legal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Re-
sponsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1324a note), to 
assist United States employers with maintaining 
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a legal workforce: Provided, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, funds oth-
erwise made available to United States Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services may be used to 
acquire, operate, equip, and dispose of up to 5 
vehicles, for replacement only, for areas where 
the Administrator of General Services does not 
provide vehicles for lease: Provided further, 
That the Director of United States Citizenship 
and Immigration Services may authorize em-
ployees who are assigned to those areas to use 
such vehicles to travel between the employees’ 
residences and places of employment. 
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Law 

Enforcement Training Center, including mate-
rials and support costs of Federal law enforce-
ment basic training; the purchase of not to ex-
ceed 117 vehicles for police-type use and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; expenses for student 
athletic and related activities; the conduct of 
and participation in firearms matches and pres-
entation of awards; public awareness and en-
hancement of community support of law en-
forcement training; room and board for student 
interns; a flat monthly reimbursement to em-
ployees authorized to use personal mobile 
phones for official duties; and services as au-
thorized by section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code; $230,497,000; of which up to $54,154,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 2016, 
for materials and support costs of Federal law 
enforcement basic training; of which $300,000 
shall remain available until expended to be dis-
tributed to Federal law enforcement agencies for 
expenses incurred participating in training ac-
creditation; and of which not to exceed $7,180 
shall be for official reception and representation 
expenses: Provided, That the Center is author-
ized to obligate funds in anticipation of reim-
bursements from agencies receiving training 
sponsored by the Center, except that total obli-
gations at the end of the fiscal year shall not 
exceed total budgetary resources available at the 
end of the fiscal year: Provided further, That 
section 1202(a) of Public Law 107–206 (42 U.S.C. 
3771 note), as amended under this heading in di-
vision F of Public Law 113–76, is further amend-
ed by striking ‘‘December 31, 2016’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2017’’: Provided further, That the 
Director of the Federal Law Enforcement Train-
ing Center shall schedule basic or advanced law 
enforcement training, or both, at all four train-
ing facilities under the control of the Federal 
Law Enforcement Training Center to ensure 
that such training facilities are operated at the 
highest capacity throughout the fiscal year: 
Provided further, That the Federal Law En-
forcement Training Accreditation Board, includ-
ing representatives from the Federal law en-
forcement community and non-Federal accredi-
tation experts involved in law enforcement 
training, shall lead the Federal law enforcement 
training accreditation process to continue the 
implementation of measuring and assessing the 
quality and effectiveness of Federal law enforce-
ment training programs, facilities, and instruc-
tors. 

ACQUISITIONS, CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENTS, 
AND RELATED EXPENSES 

For acquisition of necessary additional real 
property and facilities, construction, and ongo-
ing maintenance, facility improvements, and re-
lated expenses of the Federal Law Enforcement 
Training Center, $27,841,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2019: Provided, That the 
Center is authorized to accept reimbursement to 
this appropriation from government agencies re-
questing the construction of special use facili-
ties. 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

For salaries and expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Science and Technology 
and for management and administration of pro-

grams and activities, as authorized by title III of 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.), $129,993,000: Provided, That not to ex-
ceed $7,650 shall be for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, ACQUISITION, AND 
OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses for science and tech-
nology research, including advanced research 
projects, development, test and evaluation, ac-
quisition, and operations as authorized by title 
III of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 181 et seq.), and the purchase or lease of 
not to exceed 5 vehicles, $973,915,000; of which 
$538,926,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2017; and of which $434,989,000 shall 
remain available until September 30, 2019, solely 
for operation and construction of laboratory fa-
cilities: Provided, That of the funds provided for 
the operation and construction of laboratory fa-
cilities under this heading, $300,000,000 shall be 
for construction of the National Bio- and Agro- 
defense Facility. 

DOMESTIC NUCLEAR DETECTION OFFICE 

MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

For salaries and expenses of the Domestic Nu-
clear Detection Office, as authorized by title 
XIX of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 591 et seq.), for management and admin-
istration of programs and activities, $37,339,000: 
Provided, That not to exceed $2,250 shall be for 
official reception and representation expenses. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses for radiological and 
nuclear research, development, testing, evalua-
tion, and operations, $197,900,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017. 

SYSTEMS ACQUISITION 

For necessary expenses for the Domestic Nu-
clear Detection Office acquisition and deploy-
ment of radiological detection systems in accord-
ance with the global nuclear detection architec-
ture, $72,603,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2017. 

TITLE V 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 501. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob-
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 502. Subject to the requirements of section 
503 of this Act, the unexpended balances of 
prior appropriations provided for activities in 
this Act may be transferred to appropriation ac-
counts for such activities established pursuant 
to this Act, may be merged with funds in the ap-
plicable established accounts, and thereafter 
may be accounted for as one fund for the same 
time period as originally enacted. 

SEC. 503. (a) None of the funds provided by 
this Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies in or transferred to the De-
partment of Homeland Security that remain 
available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal 
year 2015, or provided from any accounts in the 
Treasury of the United States derived by the 
collection of fees available to the agencies fund-
ed by this Act, shall be available for obligation 
or expenditure through a reprogramming of 
funds that: 

(1) creates a new program, project, or activity; 
(2) eliminates a program, project, office, or ac-

tivity; 
(3) increases funds for any program, project, 

or activity for which funds have been denied or 
restricted by the Congress; 

(4) proposes to use funds directed for a spe-
cific activity by either of the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the Senate or the House of Rep-
resentatives for a different purpose; or 

(5) contracts out any function or activity for 
which funding levels were requested for Federal 
full-time equivalents in the object classification 

tables contained in the fiscal year 2015 Budget 
Appendix for the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, as modified by the report accompanying 
this Act, unless the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Represent-
atives are notified 15 days in advance of such 
reprogramming of funds. 

(b) None of the funds provided by this Act, 
provided by previous appropriations Acts to the 
agencies in or transferred to the Department of 
Homeland Security that remain available for ob-
ligation or expenditure in fiscal year 2015, or 
provided from any accounts in the Treasury of 
the United States derived by the collection of 
fees or proceeds available to the agencies funded 
by this Act, shall be available for obligation or 
expenditure for programs, projects, or activities 
through a reprogramming of funds in excess of 
$5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less, that: 

(1) augments existing programs, projects, or 
activities; 

(2) reduces by 10 percent funding for any ex-
isting program, project, or activity; 

(3) reduces by 10 percent the numbers of per-
sonnel approved by the Congress; or 

(4) results from any general savings from a re-
duction in personnel that would result in a 
change in existing programs, projects, or activi-
ties as approved by the Congress, unless the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives are notified 15 
days in advance of such reprogramming of 
funds. 

(c) Not to exceed 5 percent of any appropria-
tion made available for the current fiscal year 
for the Department of Homeland Security by 
this Act or provided by previous appropriations 
Acts may be transferred between such appro-
priations, but no such appropriation, except as 
otherwise specifically provided, shall be in-
creased by more than 10 percent by such trans-
fers: Provided, That any transfer under this sec-
tion shall be treated as a reprogramming of 
funds under subsection (b) and shall not be 
available for obligation unless the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives are notified 15 days in ad-
vance of such transfer. 

(d) Notwithstanding subsections (a), (b), and 
(c) of this section, no funds shall be repro-
grammed within or transferred between appro-
priations based upon an initial notification pro-
vided after June 30, except in extraordinary cir-
cumstances that imminently threaten the safety 
of human life or the protection of property. 

(e) The notification thresholds and procedures 
set forth in this section shall apply to any use 
of deobligated balances of funds provided in 
previous Department of Homeland Security Ap-
propriations Acts. 

SEC. 504. The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity Working Capital Fund, established pursu-
ant to section 403 of Public Law 103–356 (31 
U.S.C. 501 note), shall continue operations as a 
permanent working capital fund for fiscal year 
2015: Provided, That none of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available to the De-
partment of Homeland Security may be used to 
make payments to the Working Capital Fund, 
except for the activities and amounts allowed in 
the President’s fiscal year 2015 budget: Provided 
further, That funds provided to the Working 
Capital Fund shall be available for obligation 
until expended to carry out the purposes of the 
Working Capital Fund: Provided further, That 
all departmental components shall be charged 
only for direct usage of each Working Capital 
Fund service: Provided further, That funds pro-
vided to the Working Capital Fund shall be used 
only for purposes consistent with the contrib-
uting component: Provided further, That the 
Working Capital Fund shall be paid in advance 
or reimbursed at rates which will return the full 
cost of each service: Provided further, That the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
House of Representatives shall be notified of 
any activity added to or removed from the fund: 
Provided further, That the Chief Financial Offi-
cer of the Department of Homeland Security 
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shall submit a quarterly execution report with 
activity level detail, not later than 30 days after 
the end of each quarter. 

SEC. 505. Except as otherwise specifically pro-
vided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of unobli-
gated balances remaining available at the end of 
fiscal year 2015, as recorded in the financial 
records at the time of a reprogramming request, 
but not later than June 30, 2016, from appro-
priations for salaries and expenses for fiscal 
year 2015 in this Act shall remain available 
through September 30, 2016, in the account and 
for the purposes for which the appropriations 
were provided: Provided, That prior to the obli-
gation of such funds, a request shall be sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives for 
approval in accordance with section 503 of this 
Act. 

SEC. 506. Funds made available by this Act for 
intelligence activities are deemed to be specifi-
cally authorized by the Congress for purposes of 
section 504 of the National Security Act of 1947 
(50 U.S.C. 414) during fiscal year 2015 until the 
enactment of an Act authorizing intelligence ac-
tivities for fiscal year 2015. 

SEC. 507. (a) Except as provided in subsections 
(b) and (c), none of the funds made available by 
this Act may be used to— 

(1) make or award a grant allocation, grant, 
contract, other transaction agreement, or task 
or delivery order on a Department of Homeland 
Security multiple award contract, or to issue a 
letter of intent totaling in excess of $1,000,000; 

(2) award a task or delivery order requiring 
an obligation of funds in an amount greater 
than $10,000,000 from multi-year Department of 
Homeland Security funds; 

(3) make a sole-source grant award; or 
(4) announce publicly the intention to make 

or award items under paragraph (1), (2), or (3) 
including a contract covered by the Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation. 

(b) The Secretary of Homeland Security may 
waive the prohibition under subsection (a) if the 
Secretary notifies the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Represent-
atives at least 3 full business days in advance of 
making an award or issuing a letter as described 
in that subsection. 

(c) If the Secretary of Homeland Security de-
termines that compliance with this section 
would pose a substantial risk to human life, 
health, or safety, an award may be made with-
out notification, and the Secretary shall notify 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives not later than 
5 full business days after such an award is made 
or letter issued. 

(d) A notification under this section— 
(1) may not involve funds that are not avail-

able for obligation; and 
(2) shall include the amount of the award; the 

fiscal year for which the funds for the award 
were appropriated; the type of contract; and the 
account from which the funds are being drawn. 

(e) The Administrator of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency shall brief the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives 5 full business days in 
advance of announcing publicly the intention of 
making an award under ‘‘State and Local Pro-
grams’’. 

SEC. 508. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, no agency shall purchase, construct, or 
lease any additional facilities, except within or 
contiguous to existing locations, to be used for 
the purpose of conducting Federal law enforce-
ment training without the advance approval of 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, except that 
the Federal Law Enforcement Training Center 
is authorized to obtain the temporary use of ad-
ditional facilities by lease, contract, or other 
agreement for training that cannot be accommo-
dated in existing Center facilities. 

SEC. 509. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 

used for expenses for any construction, repair, 
alteration, or acquisition project for which a 
prospectus otherwise required under chapter 33 
of title 40, United States Code, has not been ap-
proved, except that necessary funds may be ex-
pended for each project for required expenses for 
the development of a proposed prospectus. 

SEC. 510. (a) Sections 520, 522, and 530 of the 
Department of Homeland Security Appropria-
tions Act, 2008 (division E of Public Law 110– 
161; 121 Stat. 2073 and 2074) shall apply with re-
spect to funds made available in this Act in the 
same manner as such sections applied to funds 
made available in that Act. 

(b) The third proviso of section 537 of the De-
partment of Homeland Security Appropriations 
Act, 2006 (6 U.S.C. 114), shall not apply with re-
spect to funds made available in this Act. 

SEC. 511. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used in contravention of the ap-
plicable provisions of the Buy American Act. 
For purposes of the preceding sentence, the term 
‘‘Buy American Act’’ means chapter 83 of title 
41, United States Code. 

SEC. 512. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to amend the oath of alle-
giance required by section 337 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1448). 

SEC. 513. Not later than 30 days after the last 
day of each month, the Chief Financial Officer 
of the Department of Homeland Security shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives a 
monthly budget and staffing report for that 
month that includes total obligations of the De-
partment for that month for the fiscal year at 
the appropriation and program, project, and ac-
tivity levels, by the source year of the appro-
priation. Total obligations for staffing shall also 
be provided by subcategory of on-board and 
funded full-time equivalent staffing levels, re-
spectively, and the report shall specify the num-
ber of, and total obligations for, contract em-
ployees for each office of the Department. 

SEC. 514. Except as provided in section 44945 
of title 49, United States Code, funds appro-
priated or transferred to Transportation Secu-
rity Administration ‘‘Aviation Security’’, ‘‘Ad-
ministration’’, and ‘‘Transportation Security 
Support’’ for fiscal years 2004 and 2005 that are 
recovered or deobligated shall be available only 
for the procurement or installation of explosives 
detection systems, air cargo, baggage, and 
checkpoint screening systems, subject to notifi-
cation: Provided, That semiannual reports shall 
be submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Represent-
atives on any funds that are recovered or 
deobligated. 

SEC. 515. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to process or approve a 
competition under Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A–76 for services provided by 
employees (including employees serving on a 
temporary or term basis) of United States Citi-
zenship and Immigration Services of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security who are known as 
Immigration Information Officers, Contact Rep-
resentatives, Investigative Assistants, or Immi-
gration Services Officers. 

SEC. 516. Any funds appropriated to ‘‘Coast 
Guard, Acquisition, Construction, and Improve-
ments’’ for fiscal years 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 
and 2006 for the 110–123 foot patrol boat conver-
sion that are recovered, collected, or otherwise 
received as the result of negotiation, mediation, 
or litigation, shall be available until expended 
for the Fast Response Cutter program. 

SEC. 517. The functions of the Federal Law 
Enforcement Training Center instructor staff 
shall be classified as inherently governmental 
for the purpose of the Federal Activities Inven-
tory Reform Act of 1998 (31 U.S.C. 501 note). 

SEC. 518. (a) The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall submit a report not later than October 
15, 2015, to the Office of Inspector General of the 
Department of Homeland Security listing all 
grants and contracts awarded by any means 

other than full and open competition during fis-
cal year 2015. 

(b) The Inspector General shall review the re-
port required by subsection (a) to assess Depart-
mental compliance with applicable laws and 
regulations and report the results of that review 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives not later 
than February 15, 2016. 

SEC. 519. None of the funds provided by this or 
previous appropriations Acts shall be used to 
fund any position designated as a Principal 
Federal Official (or the successor thereto) for 
any Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et 
seq.) declared disasters or emergencies unless— 

(1) the responsibilities of the Principal Federal 
Official do not include operational functions re-
lated to incident management, including coordi-
nation of operations, and are consistent with 
the requirements of section 509(c) and sections 
503(c)(3) and 503(c)(4)(A) of the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 319(c) and 313(c)(3) 
and 313(c)(4)(A)) and section 302 of the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 5143); 

(2) not later than 10 business days after the 
latter of the date on which the Secretary of 
Homeland Security appoints the Principal Fed-
eral Official and the date on which the Presi-
dent issues a declaration under section 401 or 
section 501 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5170 and 5191, respectively), the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall submit a notification of 
the appointment of the Principal Federal Offi-
cial and a description of the responsibilities of 
such Official and how such responsibilities are 
consistent with paragraph (1) to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs of the Sen-
ate; and 

(3) not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall provide 
a report specifying timeframes and milestones 
regarding the update of operations, planning 
and policy documents, and training and exercise 
protocols, to ensure consistency with paragraph 
(1) of this section. 

SEC. 520. None of the funds provided or other-
wise made available in this Act shall be avail-
able to carry out section 872 of the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 452). 

SEC. 521. Funds made available in this Act 
may be used to alter operations within the Civil 
Engineering Program of the Coast Guard na-
tionwide, including civil engineering units, fa-
cilities design and construction centers, mainte-
nance and logistics commands, and the Coast 
Guard Academy, except that none of the funds 
provided in this Act may be used to reduce oper-
ations within any Civil Engineering Unit unless 
specifically authorized by a statute enacted 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 522. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used by United States Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services to grant an immi-
gration benefit unless the results of background 
checks required by law to be completed prior to 
the granting of the benefit have been received 
by United States Citizenship and Immigration 
Services, and the results do not preclude the 
granting of the benefit. 

SEC. 523. Section 831 of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 391) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Until Sep-
tember 30, 2014,’’ and inserting ‘‘Until September 
30, 2015,’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘September 
30, 2014,’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2015,’’. 

SEC. 524. The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall require that all contracts of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security that provide award 
fees link such fees to successful acquisition out-
comes (which outcomes shall be specified in 
terms of cost, schedule, and performance). 
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SEC. 525. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, none of the funds provided in this or 
any other Act shall be used to approve a waiver 
of the navigation and vessel-inspection laws 
pursuant to 46 U.S.C. 501(b) for the transpor-
tation of crude oil distributed from the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve until the Secretary of Home-
land Security, after consultation with the Secre-
taries of the Departments of Energy and Trans-
portation and representatives from the United 
States flag maritime industry, takes adequate 
measures to ensure the use of United States flag 
vessels: Provided, That the Secretary shall no-
tify the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate, and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House 
of Representatives within 2 business days of any 
request for waivers of navigation and vessel-in-
spection laws pursuant to 46 U.S.C. 501(b). 

SEC. 526. None of the funds made available in 
this Act for United States Customs and Border 
Protection may be used to prevent an individual 
not in the business of importing a prescription 
drug (within the meaning of section 801(g) of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act) from 
importing a prescription drug from Canada that 
complies with the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act: Provided, That this section shall 
apply only to individuals transporting on their 
person a personal-use quantity of the prescrip-
tion drug, not to exceed a 90-day supply: Pro-
vided further, That the prescription drug may 
not be— 

(1) a controlled substance, as defined in sec-
tion 102 of the Controlled Substances Act (21 
U.S.C. 802); or 

(2) a biological product, as defined in section 
351 of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
262). 

SEC. 527. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to reduce the United States Coast 
Guard’s Operations Systems Center mission or 
its government-employed or contract staff levels. 

SEC. 528. The Secretary of Homeland Security, 
in consultation with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, shall notify the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Represent-
atives of any proposed transfers of funds avail-
able under section 9703.1(g)(4)(B) of title 31, 
United States Code (as added by Public Law 
102–393) from the Department of the Treasury 
Forfeiture Fund to any agency within the De-
partment of Homeland Security: Provided, That 
none of the funds identified for such a transfer 
may be obligated until the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives approve the proposed transfers. 

SEC. 529. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for planning, testing, pilot-
ing, or developing a national identification 
card. 

SEC. 530. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to conduct, or to implement 
the results of, a competition under Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A–76 for ac-
tivities performed with respect to the Coast 
Guard National Vessel Documentation Center. 

SEC. 531. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, except as provided in subsection 
(b), and 30 days after the date on which the 
President determines whether to declare a major 
disaster because of an event and any appeal is 
completed, the Administrator shall publish on 
the Web site of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency a report regarding that decision 
that shall summarize damage assessment infor-
mation used to determine whether to declare a 
major disaster. 

(b) The Administrator may redact from a re-
port under subsection (a) any data that the Ad-
ministrator determines would compromise na-
tional security. 

(c) In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘Administrator’’ means the Ad-

ministrator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency; and 

(2) the term ‘‘major disaster’’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 102 of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5122). 

SEC. 532. Any official that is required by this 
Act to report or to certify to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives may not delegate such author-
ity to perform that act unless specifically au-
thorized herein. 

SEC. 533. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this or any other 
Act may be used to transfer, release, or assist in 
the transfer or release to or within the United 
States, its territories, or possessions Khalid 
Sheikh Mohammed or any other detainee who— 

(1) is not a United States citizen or a member 
of the Armed Forces of the United States; and 

(2) is or was held on or after June 24, 2009, at 
the United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, by the Department of Defense. 

SEC. 534. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for first-class travel by the 
employees of agencies funded by this Act in con-
travention of sections 301–10.122 through 301– 
10.124 of title 41, Code of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. 535. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to employ workers de-
scribed in section 274A(h)(3) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324a(h)(3)). 

SEC. 536. (a) Any company that collects or re-
tains personal information directly from any in-
dividual who participates in the Registered 
Traveler or successor program of the Transpor-
tation Security Administration shall hereafter 
safeguard and dispose of such information in 
accordance with the requirements in— 

(1) the National Institute for Standards and 
Technology Special Publication 800–30, entitled 
‘‘Risk Management Guide for Information Tech-
nology Systems’’; 

(2) the National Institute for Standards and 
Technology Special Publication 800–53, Revision 
3, entitled ‘‘Recommended Security Controls for 
Federal Information Systems and Organiza-
tions’’; and 

(3) any supplemental standards established by 
the Administrator of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Administrator’’). 

(b) The airport authority or air carrier oper-
ator that sponsors the company under the Reg-
istered Traveler program shall hereafter be 
known as the ‘‘Sponsoring Entity’’. 

(c) The Administrator shall hereafter require 
any company covered by subsection (a) to pro-
vide, not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, to the Sponsoring Entity 
written certification that the procedures used by 
the company to safeguard and dispose of infor-
mation are in compliance with the requirements 
under subsection (a). Such certification shall in-
clude a description of the procedures used by 
the company to comply with such requirements. 

SEC. 537. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, none of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to pay award or incentive fees for con-
tractor performance that has been judged to be 
below satisfactory performance or performance 
that does not meet the basic requirements of a 
contract. 

SEC. 538. In developing any process to screen 
aviation passengers and crews for transpor-
tation or national security purposes, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall ensure that 
all such processes take into consideration such 
passengers’ and crews’ privacy and civil lib-
erties consistent with applicable laws, regula-
tions, and guidance. 

SEC. 539. (a) Notwithstanding section 1356(n) 
of title 8, United States Code, of the funds de-
posited into the Immigration Examinations Fee 
Account, $10,000,000 may be allocated by United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Services in 
fiscal year 2015 for the purpose of providing an 
immigrant integration grants program. 

(b) None of the funds made available to 
United States Citizenship and Immigration Serv-

ices for grants for immigrant integration may be 
used to provide services to aliens who have not 
been lawfully admitted for permanent residence. 

SEC. 540. For an additional amount for the 
‘‘Office of the Under Secretary for Manage-
ment’’, $48,600,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, for necessary expenses to plan, acquire, 
design, construct, renovate, remediate, equip, 
furnish, improve infrastructure, and occupy 
buildings and facilities for the department head-
quarters consolidation project and associated 
mission support consolidation: Provided, That 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives shall receive 
an expenditure plan not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of the Act detailing the 
allocation of these funds. 

SEC. 541. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used by the Department of Homeland Security 
to enter into any Federal contract unless such 
contract is entered into in accordance with the 
requirements of subtitle I of title 41, United 
States Code, or chapter 137 of title 10, United 
States Code, and the Federal Acquisition Regu-
lation, unless such contract is otherwise author-
ized by statute to be entered into without regard 
to the above referenced statutes. 

SEC. 542. (a) For an additional amount for fi-
nancial systems modernization, $34,072,000 to re-
main available until September 30, 2016. 

(b) Funds made available in subsection (a) for 
financial systems modernization may be trans-
ferred by the Secretary of Homeland Security 
between appropriations for the same purpose, 
notwithstanding section 503 of this Act. 

(c) No transfer described in subsection (b) 
shall occur until 15 days after the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives are notified of such transfer. 

SEC. 543. Notwithstanding the 10 percent limi-
tation contained in section 503(c) of this Act, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security may trans-
fer to the fund established by 8 U.S.C. 1101 note, 
up to $20,000,000 from appropriations available 
to the Department of Homeland Security: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary shall notify the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives 5 days in advance of 
such transfer. 

SEC. 544. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, if the Secretary of Homeland Security 
determines that specific United States Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement Service Proc-
essing Centers or other United States Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement owned detention 
facilities no longer meet the mission need, the 
Secretary is authorized to dispose of individual 
Service Processing Centers or other United 
States Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
owned detention facilities by directing the Ad-
ministrator of General Services to sell all real 
and related personal property which support 
Service Processing Centers or other United 
States Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
owned detention facilities, subject to such terms 
and conditions as necessary to protect Govern-
ment interests and meet program requirements: 
Provided, That the proceeds, net of the costs of 
sale incurred by the General Services Adminis-
tration and United States Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement, shall be deposited as offset-
ting collections into a separate account that 
shall be available, subject to appropriation, 
until expended for other real property capital 
asset needs of existing United States Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement assets, excluding 
daily operations and maintenance costs, as the 
Secretary deems appropriate: Provided further, 
That any sale or collocation of federally owned 
detention facilities shall not result in the main-
tenance of fewer than 34,000 detention beds: 
Provided further, That the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives shall be notified 15 days prior to 
the announcement of any proposed sale or col-
location. 
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SEC. 545. The Commissioner of United States 

Customs and Border Protection and the Assist-
ant Secretary of Homeland Security for United 
States Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
shall, with respect to fiscal years 2015, 2016, 
2017, and 2018, submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, at the time that the President’s 
budget proposal for fiscal year 2016 is submitted 
pursuant to the requirements of section 1105(a) 
of title 31, United States Code, the information 
required in the multi-year investment and man-
agement plans required, respectively, under the 
headings ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border Protection, 
Salaries and Expenses’’ under title II of division 
D of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2012 
(Public Law 112–74); ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection, Border Security Fencing, Infrastruc-
ture, and Technology’’ under such title; and 
section 568 of such Act. 

SEC. 546. The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall ensure enforcement of all immigration laws 
(as defined in section 101(a)(17) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(17))). 

SEC. 547. (a) Of the amounts made available 
by this Act for ‘‘National Protection and Pro-
grams Directorate, Infrastructure Protection 
and Information Security’’, $140,525,000 for the 
Federal Network Security program, project, and 
activity shall be used to deploy on Federal sys-
tems technology to improve the information se-
curity of agency information systems covered by 
section 3543(a) of title 44, United States Code: 
Provided, That funds made available under this 
section shall be used to assist and support Gov-
ernment-wide and agency-specific efforts to pro-
vide adequate, risk-based, and cost-effective cy-
bersecurity to address escalating and rapidly 
evolving threats to information security, includ-
ing the acquisition and operation of a contin-
uous monitoring and diagnostics program, in 
collaboration with departments and agencies, 
that includes equipment, software, and Depart-
ment of Homeland Security supplied services: 
Provided further, That continuous monitoring 
and diagnostics software procured by the funds 
made available by this section shall not transmit 
to the Department of Homeland Security any 
personally identifiable information or content of 
network communications of other agencies’ 
users: Provided further, That such software 
shall be installed, maintained, and operated in 
accordance with all applicable privacy laws and 
agency-specific policies regarding network con-
tent. 

(b) Funds made available under this section 
may not be used to supplant funds provided for 
any such system within an agency budget. 

(c) Not later than July 1, 2015, the heads of all 
Federal agencies shall submit to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives expenditure plans for nec-
essary cybersecurity improvements to address 
known vulnerabilities to information systems de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

(d) Not later than October 1, 2015, and semi-
annually thereafter, the head of each Federal 
agency shall submit to the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget a report on the exe-
cution of the expenditure plan for that agency 
required by subsection (c): Provided, That the 
Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget shall summarize such execution reports 
and annually submit such summaries to Con-
gress in conjunction with the annual progress 
report on implementation of the E-Government 
Act of 2002 (Public Law 107–347), as required by 
section 3606 of title 44, United States Code. 

(e) This section shall not apply to the legisla-
tive and judicial branches of the Federal Gov-
ernment and shall apply to all Federal agencies 
within the executive branch except for the De-
partment of Defense, the Central Intelligence 
Agency, and the Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence. 

SEC. 548. (a) None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to maintain or establish 
a computer network unless such network blocks 

the viewing, downloading, and exchanging of 
pornography. 

(b) Nothing in subsection (a) shall limit the 
use of funds necessary for any Federal, State, 
tribal, or local law enforcement agency or any 
other entity carrying out criminal investiga-
tions, prosecution, or adjudication activities. 

SEC. 549. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used by a Federal law enforce-
ment officer to facilitate the transfer of an oper-
able firearm to an individual if the Federal law 
enforcement officer knows or suspects that the 
individual is an agent of a drug cartel unless 
law enforcement personnel of the United States 
continuously monitor or control the firearm at 
all times. 

SEC. 550. None of the funds provided in this or 
any other Act may be obligated to implement the 
National Preparedness Grant Program or any 
other successor grant programs unless explicitly 
authorized by Congress. 

SEC. 551. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to provide funding for the 
position of Public Advocate, or a successor posi-
tion, within United States Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement. 

SEC. 552. (a) Section 559 of division F of Public 
Law 113–76 is amended as follows: 

(1) Subsection (f)(2)(B) is amended by adding 
at the end: ‘‘Such transfer shall not be required 
for personal property, including furniture, fix-
tures, and equipment.’’; and 

(2) Subsection (e)(3)(b) is amended by insert-
ing after ‘‘payment of overtime’’ the following: 
‘‘and the salaries, training and benefits of indi-
viduals employed by U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection to support U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection officers in performing law enforce-
ment functions at ports of entry, including pri-
mary and secondary processing of passengers’’. 

(b) Section 560(g) of division D of Public Law 
113–6 is amended by inserting after ‘‘payment of 
overtime’’ the following: ‘‘and the salaries, 
training and benefits of individuals employed by 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection to support 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection officers in 
performing law enforcement functions at ports 
of entry, including primary and secondary proc-
essing of passengers’’. 

(c) The Commissioner of United States Cus-
toms and Border Protection may modify a reim-
bursable fee agreement in effect as of the date of 
enactment of this Act to include costs specified 
in this section. 

SEC. 553. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to pay for the travel to or 
attendance of more than 50 employees of a sin-
gle component of the Department of Homeland 
Security, who are stationed in the United 
States, at a single international conference un-
less the Secretary of Homeland Security, or a 
designee, determines that such attendance is in 
the national interest and notifies the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives within at least 10 days 
of that determination and the basis for that de-
termination: Provided, That for purposes of this 
section the term ‘‘international conference’’ 
shall mean a conference occurring outside of the 
United States attended by representatives of the 
United States Government and of foreign gov-
ernments, international organizations, or non-
governmental organizations. 

SEC. 554. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to reimburse any Federal 
department or agency for its participation in a 
National Special Security Event. 

SEC. 555. With the exception of countries with 
preclearance facilities in service prior to 2013, 
none of the funds made available in this Act 
may be used for new United States Customs and 
Border Protection air preclearance agreements 
entering into force after February 1, 2014, un-
less— 

(1) the Secretary of Homeland Security, in 
consultation with the Secretary of State, has 
certified to Congress that air preclearance oper-
ations at the airport provide a homeland or na-
tional security benefit to the United States; 

(2) United States passenger air carriers are 
not precluded from operating at existing 
preclearance locations; and 

(3) a United States passenger air carrier is op-
erating at all airports contemplated for estab-
lishment of new air preclearance operations. 

SEC. 556. None of the funds made available by 
this or any other Act may be used by the Admin-
istrator of the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration to implement, administer, or enforce, in 
abrogation of the responsibility described in sec-
tion 44903(n)(1) of title 49, United States Code, 
any requirement that airport operators provide 
airport-financed staffing to monitor exit points 
from the sterile area of any airport at which the 
Transportation Security Administration pro-
vided such monitoring as of December 1, 2013. 

SEC. 557. In making grants under the heading 
‘‘Firefighter Assistance Grants’’, the Secretary 
may grant waivers from the requirements in sub-
sections (a)(1)(A), (a)(1)(B), (a)(1)(E), (c)(1), 
(c)(2), and (c)(4) of section 34 of the Federal Fire 
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 
2229a). 

SEC. 558. (a) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall not— 

(1) establish, collect, or otherwise impose any 
new border crossing fee on individuals crossing 
the Southern border or the Northern border at a 
land port of entry; or 

(2) conduct any study relating to the imposi-
tion of a border crossing fee. 

(b) BORDER CROSSING FEE DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘border crossing fee’’ means a 
fee that every pedestrian, cyclist, and driver 
and passenger of a private motor vehicle is re-
quired to pay for the privilege of crossing the 
Southern border or the Northern border at a 
land port of entry. 

SEC. 559. The administrative law judge annu-
itants participating in the Senior Administrative 
Law Judge Program managed by the Director of 
the Office of Personnel Management under sec-
tion 3323 of title 5, United States Code, shall be 
available on a temporary reemployment basis to 
conduct arbitrations of disputes arising from de-
livery of assistance under the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency Public Assistance 
Program. 

SEC. 560. As authorized by section 601(b) of 
the United States-Colombia Trade Promotion 
Agreement Implementation Act (Public Law 112– 
42) fees collected from passengers arriving from 
Canada, Mexico, or an adjacent island pursu-
ant to section 13031(a)(5) of the Consolidated 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 
U.S.C. 58c(a)(5)) shall be available until ex-
pended. 

SEC. 561. None of the funds appropriated by 
this or any other Act shall be used to pay the 
salaries and expenses of personnel who prepare 
or submit appropriations language as part of the 
President’s budget submission to the Congress of 
the United States for programs under the juris-
diction of the Appropriations Subcommittees on 
the Department of Homeland Security that as-
sumes revenues or reflects a reduction from the 
previous year due to user fees proposals that 
have not been enacted into law prior to the sub-
mission of the budget unless such budget sub-
mission identifies which additional spending re-
ductions should occur in the event the user fees 
proposals are not enacted prior to the date of 
the convening of a committee of conference for 
the fiscal year 2016 appropriations Act. 

SEC. 562. (a) The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall submit to the Congress, not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, beginning at the time 
the President’s budget proposal for fiscal year 
2017 is submitted pursuant to section 1105(a) of 
title 31, United States Code, a comprehensive re-
port on the purchase and usage of weapons, 
subdivided by weapon type. The report shall in-
clude— 

(1) the quantity of weapons in inventory at 
the end of the preceding calendar year, and the 
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amount of weapons, subdivided by weapon type, 
included in the budget request for each relevant 
component or agency in the Department of 
Homeland Security; 

(2) a description of how such quantity and 
purchase aligns to each component or agency’s 
mission requirements for certification, qualifica-
tion, training, and operations; and 

(3) details on all contracting practices applied 
by the Department of Homeland Security, in-
cluding comparative details regarding other con-
tracting options with respect to cost and avail-
ability. 

(b) The reports required by subsection (a) 
shall be submitted in an appropriate format in 
order to ensure the safety of law enforcement 
personnel. 

SEC. 563. None of the funds made available by 
this Act shall be used for the environmental re-
mediation of the Coast Guard’s LORAN support 
in Wildwood/Lower Township, New Jersey. 

SEC. 564. None of the funds made available to 
the Department of Homeland Security by this or 
any other Act may be obligated for any struc-
tural pay reform that affects more than 100 full- 
time equivalent employee positions or costs more 
than $5,000,000 in a single year before the end of 
the 30-day period beginning on the date on 
which the Secretary of Homeland Security sub-
mits to Congress a notification that includes— 

(1) the number of full-time equivalent em-
ployee positions affected by such change; 

(2) funding required for such change for the 
current year and through the Future Years 
Homeland Security Program; 

(3) justification for such change; and 
(4) an analysis of compensation alternatives 

to such change that were considered by the De-
partment. 

SEC. 565. (a) Any agency receiving funds made 
available in this Act, shall, subject to sub-
sections (b) and (c), post on the public Web site 
of that agency any report required to be sub-
mitted by the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives in 
this Act, upon the determination by the head of 
the agency that it shall serve the national inter-
est. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply to a report 
if— 

(1) the public posting of the report com-
promises homeland or national security; or 

(2) the report contains proprietary informa-
tion. 

(c) The head of the agency posting such re-
port shall do so only after such report has been 
made available to the requesting Committee or 
Committees of Congress for no less than 45 days 
except as otherwise specified in law. 

SEC. 566. Section 605 of division E of Public 
Law 110–161 (6 U.S.C. 1404) is hereby repealed. 

SEC. 567. The Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency may transfer 
up to $95,000,000 in unobligated balances made 
available for the appropriations account for 
‘‘Federal Emergency Management Agency, Dis-
aster Assistance Direct Loan Program’’ under 
section 2(a) of the Community Disaster Loan 
Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–88; 119 Stat. 2061) or 
under chapter 5 of title I of division B of the 
Consolidated Security, Disaster Assistance, and 
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2009 (Public 
Law (110–329; 122 Stat. 3592) to the appropria-
tions account for ‘‘Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, Disaster Relief Fund’’. Amounts 
transferred to such account under this section 
shall be available for any authorized purpose of 
such account. 

SEC. 568. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, Gerardo Ismael Hernandez, a Transpor-
tation Security Officer employed by the Trans-
portation Security Administration who died as 
the direct result of an injury sustained in the 
line of duty on November 1, 2013, at the Los An-
geles International Airport, shall be deemed to 
have been a public safety officer for the pur-
poses of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Street Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3711 et seq.). 

SEC. 569. The Office of Management and 
Budget and the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity shall ensure the congressional budget jus-
tifications accompanying the President’s budget 
proposal for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, submitted pursuant to section 1105(a) of 
title 31, United States Code, include estimates of 
the number of unaccompanied alien children 
anticipated to be apprehended in the budget 
year and the number of agent or officer hours 
required to process, manage, and care for such 
children: Provided, That such materials shall 
also include estimates of all other associated 
costs for each relevant Departmental compo-
nent, including but not limited to personnel; 
equipment; supplies; facilities; managerial, tech-
nical, and advisory services; medical treatment; 
and all costs associated with transporting such 
children from one Departmental component to 
another or from a Departmental component to 
another Federal agency. 

SEC. 570. Notwithstanding section 404 or 420 of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170c and 5187), 
until September 30, 2015, the President may pro-
vide hazard mitigation assistance in accordance 
with such section 404 in any area in which as-
sistance was provided under such section 420. 

SEC. 571. That without regard to the limita-
tion as to time and condition of section 503(d) of 
this Act, the Secretary may propose to repro-
gram within and transfer funds into ‘‘U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’ and ‘‘U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement, Salaries and Expenses’’ as nec-
essary to ensure the care and transportation of 
unaccompanied alien children. 

SEC. 572. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, grants awarded to States along the 
Southwest Border of the United States under 
sections 2003 or 2004 of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604 and 605) using funds 
provided under the heading ‘‘Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, State and Local 
Programs’’ in division F of Public Law 113–76 or 
division D of Public Law 113–6 may be used by 
recipients or sub-recipients for costs, or reim-
bursement of costs, related to providing humani-
tarian relief to unaccompanied alien children 
and alien adults accompanied by an alien minor 
where they are encountered after entering the 
United States, provided that such costs were in-
curred during the award period of performance. 

(RESCISSIONS) 
SEC. 573. Of the funds appropriated to the De-

partment of Homeland Security, the following 
funds are hereby rescinded from the following 
accounts and programs in the specified 
amounts: Provided, That no amounts may be re-
scinded from amounts that were designated by 
the Congress as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to a concurrent resolution on the budget 
or the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (Public Law 99–177): 

(1) $5,000,000 from unobligated prior year bal-
ances from ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion, Border Security, Fencing, Infrastructure, 
and Technology’’; 

(2) $8,000,000 from Public Law 113–76 under 
the heading ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion, Air and Marine Operations’’ in division F 
of such Act; 

(3) $10,000,000 from unobligated prior year bal-
ances from ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion, Construction and Facilities Management’’; 

(4) $15,300,000 from ‘‘Transportation Security 
Administration, Aviation Security’’ account 
70x0550; 

(5) $187,000,000 from Public Law 113–76 under 
the heading ‘‘Transportation Security Adminis-
tration, Aviation Security’’; 

(6) $2,550,000 from Public Law 112–10 under 
the heading ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisition, Con-
struction, and Improvements’’; 

(7) $12,095,000 from Public Law 112–74 under 
the heading ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisition, Con-
struction, and Improvements’’; 

(8) $16,349,000 from Public Law 113–6 under 
the heading ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisition, Con-
struction, and Improvements’’; 

(9) $30,643,000 from Public Law 113–76 under 
the heading ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisition, Con-
struction, and Improvements’’; 

(10) $24,000,000 from ‘‘Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, National Predisaster Miti-
gation Fund’’ account 70x0716; and 

(11) $16,627,000 from ‘‘Science and Tech-
nology, Research, Development, Acquisition, 
and Operations’’ account 70x0800. 

(RESCISSION) 
SEC. 574. From the unobligated balances made 

available in the Department of the Treasury 
Forfeiture Fund established by section 9703 of 
title 31, United States Code, (added by section 
638 of Public Law 102–393), $175,000,000 shall be 
rescinded. 

(RESCISSIONS) 
SEC. 575. Of the funds transferred to the De-

partment of Homeland Security when it was cre-
ated in 2003, the following funds are hereby re-
scinded from the following accounts and pro-
grams in the specified amounts: 

(1) $1,317,018 from ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection, Salaries and Expenses’’; 

(2) $57,998 from ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisition, 
Construction, and Improvements’’; 

(3) $17,597 from ‘‘Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, Office of Domestic Preparedness’’; 
and 

(4) $82,926 from ‘‘Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, National Predisaster Mitigation 
Fund’’. 

SEC. 576. The following unobligated balances 
made available to the Department of Homeland 
Security pursuant to section 505 of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 
2014 (Public Law 113–76) are rescinded: 

(1) $463,404 from ‘‘Office of the Secretary and 
Executive Management’’; 

(2) $47,023 from ‘‘Office of the Under Sec-
retary for Management’’; 

(3) $29,852 from ‘‘Office of the Chief Financial 
Officer’’; 

(4) $16,346 from ‘‘Office of the Chief Informa-
tion Officer’’; 

(5) $816,384 from ‘‘Analysis and Operations’’; 
(6) $158,931 from ‘‘Office of Inspector Gen-

eral’’; 
(7) $635,153 from ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection, Salaries and Expenses’’; 
(8) $65,195 from ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection, Automation Modernization’’; 
(9) $96,177 from ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection, Air and Marine Operations’’; 
(10) $2,368,902 from ‘‘U.S. Immigration and 

Customs Enforcement, Salaries and Expenses’’; 
(11) $600,000 from ‘‘Transportation Security 

Administration, Federal Air Marshals’’; 
(12) $3,096,521 from ‘‘Coast Guard, Operating 

Expenses’’; 
(13) $208,654 from ‘‘Coast Guard, Reserve 

Training’’; 
(14) $1,722,319 from ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisi-

tion, Construction, and Improvements’’; 
(15) $1,256,900 from ‘‘United States Secret 

Service, Salaries and Expenses’’; 
(16) $107,432 from ‘‘National Protection and 

Programs Directorate, Management and Admin-
istration’’; 

(17) $679,212 from ‘‘National Protection and 
Programs Directorate, Infrastructure Protection 
and Information Security’’; 

(18) $26,169 from ‘‘Office of Biometric Identity 
Management’’; 

(19) $37,201 from ‘‘Office of Health Affairs’’; 
(20) $818,184 from ‘‘Federal Emergency Man-

agement Agency, Salaries and Expenses’’; 
(21) $447,280 from ‘‘Federal Emergency Man-

agement Agency, State and Local Programs’’; 
(22) $98,841 from ‘‘Federal Emergency Man-

agement Agency, United States Fire Administra-
tion’’; 

(23) $448,073 from ‘‘United States Citizenship 
and Immigration Services’’; 
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(24) $519,503 from ‘‘Federal Law Enforcement 

Training Center, Salaries and Expenses’’; 
(25) $500,005 from ‘‘Science and Technology, 

Management and Administration’’; and 
(26) $68,910 from ‘‘Domestic Nuclear Detection 

Office, Management and Administration’’. 
(RESCISSION) 

SEC. 577. Of the unobligated balances made 
available to ‘‘Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Disaster Relief Fund’’, $375,000,000 
shall be rescinded: Provided, That no amounts 
may be rescinded from amounts that were des-
ignated by the Congress as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to a concurrent resolution 
on the budget or the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended: Provided further, That no amounts 
may be rescinded from the amounts that were 
designated by the Congress as being for disaster 
relief pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(D) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con-
trol Act of 1985. 

SEC. 578. The explanatory statement regarding 
this Act, printed in the House of Representatives 
section of the Congressional Record, on or about 
January 13, 2015, by the Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House, shall 
have the same effect with respect to the alloca-
tion of funds and implementation of this Act as 
if it were a joint explanatory statement of a 
committee of conference. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2015’’. 

Mr. SIMPSON (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading of the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. MASSIE. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Clerk will continue to read. 
The Clerk continued to read. 

b 1330 
Mr. MASSIE (during the reading). 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
MOTION TO RECEDE AND CONCUR 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
privileged motion under clause 4 of 
rule XXII at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Simpson moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate and concur therein. 

MOTION TO TABLE 
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

lay the Senate amendment on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table the 
Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 140, nays 
278, not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 108] 
YEAS—140 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Babin 

Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 

Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brat 

Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Buck 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Collins (GA) 
Culberson 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Farenthold 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McClintock 
Meadows 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Nugent 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pearce 
Perry 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Tipton 
Walberg 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—278 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 

Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Hastings 

Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hurd (TX) 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 

McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Stefanik 

Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walden 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—14 

Bass 
Brady (TX) 
Davis, Danny 
Granger 
Hinojosa 

Johnson (GA) 
Long 
Meeks 
Roe (TN) 
Rush 

Smith (MO) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 

b 1405 

Mrs. CAPPS, Messrs. PITTS, 
EMMER of Minnesota, LUETKE-
MEYER, WHITFIELD, BUCSHON, 
VALADAO, and OLSON changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mrs. 
HARTZLER, Mr. HARPER, and Ms. 
HERRERA BEUTLER changed their 
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to table was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

108 I inadvertently voted ‘‘nay’’ when I in-
tended to vote ‘‘yay’’. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this 
afternoon, Tuesday, March 3, 2015, I was de-
tained in a meeting and unable to be present 
for the first recorded vote of the day. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on roll-
call vote No. 108 (on the motion to table the 
Senate amendment to H.R. 240). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) and 
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY) each will control 30 minutes on 
the motion. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
inquire if both managers support the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman from New York opposed 
to the motion? 
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Mrs. LOWEY. No, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman from Kentucky opposed? 
Mr. MASSIE. I am, yes. I am opposed 

to the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON), the 
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY), and the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. MASSIE) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Idaho. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise today with a motion that will 
move us forward to ensure the security 
of our Nation by keeping the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security funded 
until the end of the fiscal year. 

Funding for the Department of 
Homeland Security will expire this 
week. To allow a shutdown of these 
critical functions would be an abdica-
tion of one of our primary duties as 
Members of Congress. 

It is the constitutional duty of this 
body to provide funding for the Federal 
Government, all of the Federal Govern-
ment, and this should be without the 
threat of shutdowns or the lurching un-
certainty of continuing resolutions. 

The House acted in January to fund 
DHS for the year and has extended 
short-term funding several times in 
order to maintain the critical security 
activities that keep our Nation safe. 
The Senate has now done all it can do, 
given their unique procedural con-
straints. 

It is clear that the legislation before 
us, while not exactly what the House 
wanted, is the only path forward to 
avoid a potentially devastating shut-
down and to provide stable, continuous 
funding for the agencies and programs 
tasked with defending the home turf. 

Let us remember that the underlying 
legislation—and this is important—is a 
great bill. The security of our home-
land is one of our highest priorities, 
and this bill provides $39.7 billion for 
that purpose. It will assure that we can 
defend our Nation against threats of 
terrorism and that the men and women 
on our front line remain well-equipped 
and trained. 

We are now nearly halfway into the 
fiscal year, and it is imperative that we 
get this bill enacted. At the same time, 
Congress must continue to fight the 
President’s executive actions on immi-
gration that I do not support and the 
American people do not support. We 
must continue this vote, but we must 
also allow funding for critical security 
functions to move forward. 

These two priorities are not mutu-
ally exclusive. We can and should do 
both. For now, the President’s execu-
tive actions have been stopped in 
court. This is where we must focus our 
efforts and continue to battle against 
this unconstitutional overreach. 

Mr. Speaker, it is high time to act to 
provide responsible, adequate funding 
for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to protect the people who elected 
us and to defend this great Nation. 

I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I support 
the motion to recede and concur and 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I am op-
posed to the motion to recede and con-
cur. 

At this time, I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. GRIFFITH). 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, ladies 
and gentlemen, I have to tell you that 
the only reason we are here is because 
of the unique procedural posture that 
the Senate finds itself in, and that 
unique posture is a perversion of the 
democratic principles upon which our 
Republic was based. 

We would not be here if it weren’t for 
the modern filibuster and cloture rule 
which requires 60 votes to do anything. 
Last week, HARRY REID made it clear 
that he would not support going to con-
ference. 

Jefferson was very clear when he set 
up the procedures for this place. Each 
House makes an independent decision, 
then you get together in conference 
and work out your differences; but, be-
cause of the unique position of the Sen-
ate’s processes, that cannot happen in 
these circumstances. 

We should not reward the Senate for 
their bad behavior. We should reject 
this motion and force a new discussion 
on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that all we are 
doing is rewarding the Senate for hav-
ing bad rules and bad process. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DESANTIS). 

Mr. DESANTIS. Mr. Speaker, I hear 
that we just need to let the courts 
work their will to defend the Constitu-
tion, as if we don’t have an inde-
pendent obligation to do that. We took 
the oath that we would support it. We 
didn’t say we would be in Congress, 
pass bills, and let the courts support 
and defend the Constitution. 

Here is the problem, though, beyond 
just that basic insight. If I were rep-
resenting the Department of Justice in 
front of the fifth circuit to try to get 
this injunction overturned, the first 
sentence in my brief would be that the 
United States Congress has voted, 
knowing this program was in existence, 
to fully fund all operations. Courts, 
you should step out of this dispute. It 
is between the political branches, and 
they have settled it. 

It is not just waiting for the courts. 
In fact, the action today, if this bill 
were to pass, I believe it would actu-
ally harm the case in the courts, and I 
think it makes it more difficult for 
those States to make the case that 
what the President did was unconstitu-
tional if the one branch whose powers 
were invaded decided that they were 
not going to bite back effectively. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. SALMON). 

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, I think 
this is a very, very sad day when we 

have to make a Hobson’s choice of ei-
ther funding our national security or 
standing for the Constitution. 

We actually took an oath just a few 
short weeks ago to defend this Con-
stitution from all enemies, foreign and 
domestic. That is our role; that is our 
responsibility. If not now, then when? 
It is never going to be easy. It is never 
going to be easy. It has never been easy 
to stand up for freedom. 

I have heard some people say: Well, 
you Republicans, you just need to learn 
how to govern. If it was just about gov-
erning, then I think that the American 
people can just close shop and let the 
President just run everything, but we 
actually have a Constitution that we 
have to adhere to. 

b 1415 
Despots all over the world, they gov-

ern. They keep the trains running on 
time. 

But we stand for something different. 
We stand for a constitutional republic, 
where we have three coequal branches 
that all have an equal say. The Found-
ing Fathers gave us a tool to deal with 
a time just like this. It is called the 
power of the purse. If we relegate that 
responsibility and dropkick it to the 
courts, as the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DESANTIS) just said, then they 
have nothing else than to assume that 
we just basically folded to the pressure. 

I believe this is a sad day for Amer-
ica. I believe America deserves better. 
If we are not going to fight now, when 
are we going to fight? 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. DENT). 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of the privileged resolu-
tion and encourage my colleagues to 
concur in the Senate amendment to 
H.R. 240 in order to pass the fiscal year 
2015 Department of Homeland Security 
Appropriations bill. 

It is time for us to move forward and 
demonstrate our true capacity to gov-
ern to the American people and to 
those tasked with the arduous work of 
defending our borders, protecting our 
communities, and manning the front 
lines when confronted by natural disas-
ters or acts of terrorism. 

I had the distinct privilege and pleas-
ure of working on the underlying ap-
propriations bill as a member of the 
House Homeland Security Appropria-
tions Subcommittee, and I can assure 
my colleagues that this is a good bill. 
It is a darn good bill. It is a bipartisan 
bill. Among the bill’s many highlights, 
it would support the largest oper-
ational force of Border Patrol agents 
and CBP officers in history. 

If you are concerned about illegal im-
migration, vote for this bill. It fully 
funds E-Verify. If you are concerned 
about illegal immigration and interior 
enforcement, vote for this bill. It pro-
vides an increase of almost $700 million 
for Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment, 34,000 detention beds, and an in-
crease in family detention beds by 3,732 
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beds. Again, if you are worried about 
illegal immigration, vote for this bill. 

It fully funds FEMA’s disaster relief 
programs and the first responder grant 
programs that are critical to so many 
State and local departments. It takes 
important steps toward implementa-
tion of a biometric entry and exit data 
system, which is critical to maintain-
ing interior enforcement in this coun-
try. The bill helps us thwart cyber at-
tacks, and, of course, it helps maintain 
our Coast Guard. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for the House 
to move past the corrosive pattern of 
self-imposed cliffs and shutdowns and 
get to the work that the American peo-
ple expect us to address—issues like 
tax reform, trade, transportation and 
infrastructure, things that are going to 
help create American jobs and improve 
our economy. It is time to move for-
ward and stop playing these silly 
games. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. DENT. At these times of global 
uncertainty and brutal acts of ter-
rorism, it is imperative that we main-
tain persistent vigilance against the 
numerous threats facing our homeland. 

Again, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill. It is the right bill. It is 
a bill that we supported last summer 
with strong overwhelming support on 
both sides of the aisle. It deserves that 
same kind of support here today. 

Let’s prove to the American people 
that we are serious about protecting 
this homeland and that we have the ca-
pacity to govern. These cliffs are disas-
trous for all of us. It is time to move 
on. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. CLAWSON). 

Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, this is America. Everybody matters 
in America. I grew up with somebody 
who seemed to have bad luck from day 
one. Where I seemed to catch breaks, 
he could get none. And recently, mid- 
last year, because of a move, he needed 
to find a job. He went months without 
finding full-time employment, never 
got benefits, never got the stability 
that he looked for for him and his wife. 
And I love him very much. 

When the President made his edict, 
he called me on the phone. He said: 
CURT, I don’t understand what y’all are 
doing in Washington. I want to know if 
what is going on right now is going to 
help me get a job or not. 

And I said: Unfortunately, you have 
got a lot of new competitors in the 
labor force. 

I say, this is America, and everybody 
matters. I say, the unemployed folks, 
the 18 million underemployed and un-
employed, they haven’t been a part of 
this conversation like they needed to 
be. I say that unilateral actions by a 
leader who doesn’t take all stake-

holders into account makes those that 
aren’t taken into account not matter. I 
say we need to have this conversation 
again. 

This is America. Everybody matters, 
not just those that came over the bor-
der legally but those that have been 
here looking for jobs for long periods of 
time. I say we can do better. I say we 
can have a broader conversation. I say 
everybody matters. 

You all know these people that are 
unemployed. They are in your family. 
They are your close friends. They are 
the people you see every day doing the 
jobs that some of us wouldn’t want to 
do. I say, those people matter. 

I say, Mr. President, before you do a 
cram-down of the law for the benefit of 
one group of our society, I say all the 
other groups in this society, particu-
larly the unemployed, also matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN). 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, last week, the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. BROWN) said, Why 
are we here? She got all upset. 

Let me tell you why we are here: be-
cause the President of the United 
States violated the constitutional sep-
aration of powers. Regardless of how 
you feel about immigration or immi-
gration reform or even amnesty, surely 
you believe in the United States Con-
stitution that you swore an oath to. 
Surely you believe in this institution 
that we are debating in today. 

He said 22 times that he did not have 
the power to unilaterally make law or 
change the law, yet that is, in fact, 
what he did. That is why this debate is 
so important today. It really has noth-
ing to do with DHS funding, amnesty, 
or immigration. That is the vehicle 
that we are using, sure. But it has ev-
erything to do with the United States 
Constitution and the sacred separation 
of powers that says the executive 
branch executes the laws. We make the 
law in this Chamber. We are the only 
ones to have the constitutional author-
ity to do that. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

Mr. JORDAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, remember why we are 
here: 22 times the President said he 
couldn’t do what he turned around and 
did, something legal scholars have said 
is unconstitutional; more importantly, 
something a Federal judge has said is 
wrong. 

Six weeks ago, we sent a bill to the 
United States Senate to fund DHS at 
the levels the Democrats agreed to. We 
just said, don’t have any money be 
used for something unconstitutional 
and that the Federal judge ruled was 
wrong. For 6 weeks, they said, we can’t 
bring the bill up. We can’t debate it, 
amend it, pass it. And then at the last 

hour, at the eleventh hour on the last 
day, they bring it up, debate it, amend 
it, and send it back—without the lan-
guage stopping the unconstitutional 
activity and something the only court 
to rule on it has said is wrong. 

This is unconstitutional. We all know 
it. This is the wrong way to go. 

Fund DHS. Don’t let this wrong ac-
tion the President took in November— 
something he said he couldn’t do— 
don’t let it stand. 

But more importantly, or as impor-
tantly as, the unconstitutional nature 
is the unfair nature of the action. It is 
unfair to taxpayers that illegal, non-
citizens are going to be able to get tax 
refunds. 

It is unfair to seniors that illegal 
noncitizens are going to be able to par-
ticipate in our Social Security system. 

It is unfair to voters, as our Sec-
retary of State testified, that now they 
will have the documents that will po-
tentially make it much easier for 4 to 
5 million people to participate in our 
election process. 

And most importantly, Mr. Speaker, 
it is unfair to legal immigrants who did 
it the right way, who followed the law, 
who came here and want to be a part of 
this great country, the greatest Nation 
of the world, as we just heard Prime 
Minister Netanyahu talking about how 
great this country is—it is unfair to 
legal immigrants. 

Mr. Speaker, this is unconstitution-
ally wrong. Most importantly, it is un-
fair. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 111⁄2 min-
utes remaining. 

Mr. MASSIE. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. COLE). 

Mr. COLE. I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I share the outrage of 
my friends over the President’s actions 
because I don’t think there is any ques-
tion that is why we are here. The Presi-
dent did something that most of us, I 
think, on our side of the aisle believe 
was unconstitutional, illegal, and ill- 
advised. 

Secondly, I share my friend’s anger 
at the United States Senate. I think it 
is reprehensible not to pick up a bill 
and act on it, not to go to conference. 
That is exactly the way we are de-
signed to work. We know that, frankly, 
the Democratic now minority, thank-
fully, in the Senate has operated that 
way for 4 years. I am not surprised, 
having operated that way in the major-
ity, that they continue to operate that 
way in the minority. 

But every now and then, you need to 
take a step back and recognize we are 
not the only place where these issues 
get thrashed out, and we are not the 
only players in this drama. 

Indeed, we have been very fortunate 
on our side of this debate. We have 
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been joined by 26 State attorneys gen-
eral who hold exactly the same view 
that we do and have taken the Presi-
dent of the United States and the ad-
ministration to court and have pre-
vailed in the first court case, as my 
friends have pointed out. In addition, 
they have won an injunction so that 
the President cannot do the very 
things my friends are concerned about 
that he wants to do. 

So we not only have the court, at 
least to this point, on our side, but we 
have it in a venue where you actually 
can win in the end. 

We are not likely to be able to do 
that in the Congress, given the Demo-
cratic control of the filibuster in the 
other body and the Presidential veto at 
the end of the process. In the courts, 
you can actually win. It is a constitu-
tional issue. It ought to be settled con-
stitutionally through a judicial proc-
ess. 

Since we have stopped the President, 
since we are prevailing in court, it 
seems to me the logical thing to do is 
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. DENT) suggested and look at a bi-
partisan compromise bill that protects 
the American people from real and 
physical harm and danger at the mo-
ment that we are sorting out our con-
stitutional political differences in the 
appropriate format. That is all this bill 
is about. It was agreed to in a bipar-
tisan fashion. It was agreed to in a bi-
cameral fashion. The reasons why we 
were concerned about it or used it have 
now been addressed by the courts. 

So I would urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, let’s set aside 
our differences. They are going to be 
resolved in the appropriate way, in the 
appropriate fashion, and in the right 
forum. And let’s do the right thing for 
the American people, pass this legisla-
tion, and make sure that our fellow 
citizens stay secure. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. MULVANEY). 

Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Speaker, I 
think the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania who spoke earlier was absolutely 
right. The people back home want us to 
do things. So I think the important 
thing to do now is to find out, why 
aren’t we able to do anything? And I 
lay the blame firmly at the feet of the 
seven Democrats in the Senate who 
have said to their voters, they thought 
what the President did was wrong, yet 
they have voted time and again to con-
tinue the filibuster. That is wrong. And 
those are the people who are pre-
venting the country from moving for-
ward. 

Beyond that, to the extent those 
seven Senate Democrats continue to 
want to abuse the rules, it is incum-
bent upon our conservative Republican 
colleagues in the Senate to change the 
rules. 

Conservative Republicans, Mr. 
Speaker, who have been very quick to 

try to tell the House what to do should 
now be over there right now making 
the case that if the Senate Democrats 
are going to use a rule to undermine 
the Constitution, then the rule needs 
to change. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT). 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, last De-
cember, we were told that the best way 
to approach the matter—despite some 
of us thinking to the contrary—was to 
fund everything but DHS. We were 
told, This is the play. 

Well, some of us were afraid that if 
we did that, that we would come to 
this point and totally cave and would 
allow at least a congressional state-
ment that we are not going to take ac-
tion to defund illegal, unconstitutional 
amnesty. 

So I stand with those veterans who 
believe that they should get health 
care before people who came illegally, 
that they should get a hotline to call 
before those who came illegally. I 
stand with the seniors who believe they 
deserve the Social Security they paid 
into, rather than people who have come 
illegally and are even going to get tax 
refunds, when they didn’t put any taxes 
in. 

b 1430 

I stand with the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives—at least 
where he was last week. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT). 

Mr. GARRETT. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. Speaker, the issue before us 
today is, in fact, security. As a Member 
of Congress from the Fifth Congres-
sional District of New Jersey, my con-
stituents in New Jersey, like most 
Americans, understand the devastating 
impact of a lack of security in certain 
areas. We live in the shadow of the 
Twin Towers and understand when se-
curity is not a paramount interest of 
this government. But with that said, 
an equal responsibility of this Congress 
and this government is to the security 
as being a nation of laws and abiding 
by the fundamental law of this coun-
try, which is the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, we can achieve both of 
those: be a secure nation by funding 
Homeland Security, which this House 
has done twice now, and we can also 
become a nation by following the rule 
of law and following the Constitution 
which this body has done twice now by 
sending full funding of Homeland Secu-
rity to the Senate and simply asking 
them to do what all Americans want 
Washington to do today—conference on 
these issues, discuss these issues, and 
come to a resolution where the Con-
stitution is upheld, the rule of law is 
upheld, and homeland security is 
upheld as well. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

Mr. GOSAR. I thank my friend. 
Mr. Speaker, constitutional attorney 

Jonathan Turley once said that, since 
Roosevelt, we have made the executive 
branch stronger and stronger and 
stronger. But they have actually had a 
dance partner, and that is us—that is 
us, the legislative branch, both the 
House and the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, when are we going to 
stand up for the rule of law? How do I 
go back to Arizona where they defy the 
rule of law, where we allow anybody to 
pass go, collect $200, and go to the 
front of the line? How do we accom-
plish that without standing up for 
something? This is that time. This is 
the time to stand up and not leave ev-
erything to the courts. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman from Kentucky ready to 
close? 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
more speakers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. MASSIE. At this time, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. PALMER). 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, there 
was a comment about this is about 
governing. It really is. It is about gov-
erning constitutionally. We are no 
longer three separate but equal 
branches of government. The abuse of 
the executive order has diminished 
Congress, and the abuse of the Senate 
rules has diminished this House. We 
are now reduced to passing what the 
Senate will allow us to pass, and the 
Senate is reduced to passing what the 
President will not veto. 

This is about the Constitution. We 
have 3 more days in which we can con-
sider legislation that upholds the rule 
of law and that restores the balance of 
powers. We should take those 3 days. 

Ladies and gentlemen, this is a day 
that we will remember for the rest of 
our lives. The country is looking to us 
right now to make a decision whether 
or not we will uphold our oath of office. 
I call upon every Member of this House 
to be an oath keeper. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. LABRADOR). 

Mr. LABRADOR. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Kentucky. 

This fight today is not about immi-
gration. This fight today is about the 
separation of powers. Any person who 
votes for this deal today is voting to 
cede some of our power to the Execu-
tive. Any person who votes for this 
deal today is voting to allow the Presi-
dent to make decisions like this on 
taxation, on EPA, and on any other 
agency that this President decides that 
he has the executive authority to take 
over the powers of the Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, today we all sat here, 
and I think every Republican stood up 
when Bibi Netanyahu talked about 
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leadership. When he talked about what 
it was important for a leader to do, he 
said that we are being told that the 
only alternative to this bad deal— 
speaking about the deal on Iran—is 
war. That is just not true. The alter-
native to this bad deal is just a better 
deal. Every one of our Republicans 
stood up when he said that. 

But today we are being told by our 
leadership that the only alternative to 
this bad deal is a government shut-
down. That is not true. The alternative 
to this bad deal today is a better deal. 
It is to force the Senate to actually go 
to conference so both the House and 
the Senate can speak the will of the 
American people. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BRAT). 

Mr. BRAT. Mr. Speaker, I think ev-
eryone in this body knows what it 
means to run for office. We each rep-
resent 700,000 people, and we each take 
that job very seriously. So it is a sad 
day today. Everybody in this body has 
fought very hard to try to come to 
agreement. Unfortunately, Members in 
the other body have not allowed us to 
do that. The fault lies in the U.S. Sen-
ate. 

We have asked and we have trusted 
our leadership to come up with a 
strong fight, strong messaging, what-
ever we can do to solve this constitu-
tional problem for the last 2 months, 
and at the last minute of the day, the 
Senate has delayed, delayed, and de-
layed. So what is really going on is 
they are not standing up and rep-
resenting their people at home. We in 
this body owe it to the American peo-
ple to represent their views, and the 
Senate will not even allow a vote to 
bring up a debate. 

Mr. Speaker, I implore everyone back 
at home and in my district and across 
the country to ask your kids; ask your 
ninth graders, your college kids, ask 
everybody. It is fairly simple. The Con-
gress and the Senate have to work to-
gether. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman an additional 15 seconds. 

Mr. BRAT. I think the truth in ethics 
is often pretty easy to see. Go to your 
kids. Go to your ninth graders in high 
school civics class and ask them how 
these bodies are supposed to operate. 
Ask them to investigate. 

I think when our kids go home and 
investigate and we investigate what 
has been going on in the last few 
months, they will find the answer, and 
that is that the Senate will not do its 
job in representing their people. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT). 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, 
thank you to my friend from Ken-
tucky. 

All right, for my friends on the left, 
you are going to support this unconsti-
tutional expansion of power. When 

there is a Republican President, are 
you going to sit there and continue to 
applaud, saying, ‘‘Yes, we did not sup-
port the separation of powers when we 
had the chance’’ and look the other 
way? 

One of my heartbreaks here is I be-
lieve there were creative things we 
could have done, but we are completely 
dearth of the willingness to try. 

Mr. Speaker, this is about trying to 
defend the U.S. Constitution that we 
all raised our hands to uphold, and yet 
are we going to allow a vote to go for-
ward to walk away from that fight? 

This should break everyone’s heart in 
this body. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 31⁄4 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. MASSIE. I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. YOHO). 

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
look around this body. What are we 
asking to do? We are asking to fund 
DHS 100 percent. We are asking to put 
safeguards in there so that we don’t 
move with an executive order that has 
been deemed illegal by a Federal judge. 
That is all we are asking. And we need 
to have that language in this bill. 

I don’t know anybody in here who 
doesn’t want to fund DHS. 

Mr. Speaker, for us to vote for this 
without that funding or without that 
language in there blocking what this 
President wants to do, and if we vote 
for that, we are voting against our 
Constitution. Article I, section 8 is 
very clear that we have the authority 
for naturalization, and I say we vote 
against funding without that safe-
guard. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. JODY B. HICE). 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, as we all know, we are in this 
predicament and in this mess because 
of the unconstitutional and unilateral 
decisions from the President to ignore 
our Constitution, and the only thing 
standing in the way of that progressing 
is a stay from the courts. As thankful 
as I am for the courts, the reality is we 
must stand up and defend our Constitu-
tion. It is a constitutional issue, Mr. 
Speaker, and we have the responsi-
bility to stand for that cause. 

This is not a time to watch this body 
be obstructed from multiple attempts 
to make it dysfunctional. It is a con-
stitutional issue. This is a time to 
stand upon the Constitution, and I urge 
this body to do so. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. MASSIE. What order is the clos-
ing when there are three speakers and 
only one opposed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will recognize Members in re-
verse order of opening speeches. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

We have no other speakers, and we 
are prepared to close. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky will be first to 
close. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 11⁄4 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, in closing, 
the Congress and, in particular, the 
House of Representatives has the power 
of the purse. Our Constitution gives 
this power to the legislative branch, 
not the executive branch. This means 
that the President cannot fund his ille-
gal executive actions on immigration 
unless we, the House of Representa-
tives, let him. 

If today we agree to just give the 
President all the taxpayer funds he 
wants so that he can implement his il-
legal actions, why should the American 
people ever trust us again? They will 
realize that all our bluster about bor-
der security is just that, bluster. They 
will realize that we don’t actually care 
about the best interests of the Amer-
ican people and that, instead, we just 
care about going along to get along, 
even if that means going along with 
the unconstitutional and illegal ac-
tions of the executive branch. 

Today we heard Mr. Netanyahu say 
this is the most powerful legislative or-
ganization in the world. I would say it 
is—except for when the Senate decides 
that it is not. We need to stand up, use 
the power of the purse, and exercise 
our constitutional duty to fund only 
legal and constitutional activities. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote today in the best interests of the 
American people. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I support 

the motion to recede and concur, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, thank 
you for the spirited debate we have 
had, and I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I agree with many of 
the comments made by my colleague 
from Kentucky and the people that 
have spoken during his time. The prob-
lem is I don’t see a path to victory 
with what they are looking at. What 
they want to do will not result in 
defunding the President’s actions, be-
cause there is no funding in this bill for 
the President’s actions. There is no 
funding in this bill for the President’s 
actions. Everybody knows that, don’t 
we? What it will lead to is a closedown 
of the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. And that is not a victory. That is 
dangerous. 
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Mr. Speaker, there is a difference of 

opinion between the Republicans and 
Democrats and between the adminis-
tration and Congress as to whether the 
actions that the President made were 
constitutional or not. 

I have actually voted for something 
in this body several years ago that I 
thought was perfectly legal and per-
fectly constitutional. The court later 
found out it was unconstitutional and 
told us it was unconstitutional. That is 
why you have a court. When there are 
differences of opinion as to what is con-
stitutional and what is not constitu-
tional, a court makes that determina-
tion. It has happened since the Found-
ers who wrote our Constitution dis-
agreed about what they had written— 
Marbury v. Madison. It was up to the 
courts to make the determination of 
what the Constitution said. 

As for voting for this hurting our 
case—it is not our case; it is the Attor-
ney General’s case of the States—that 
is before the courts currently, if this 
voting to defund Homeland Security 
that doesn’t have any funding for the 
President’s action hurts our case, then 
I would say that any law that passes 
Congress can’t be declared unconstitu-
tional because we all voted for it. That 
is not reality. Again, let the courts do 
their job. 

Now, it is true that a majority in this 
Congress and in the Senate voted to 
defund the President’s actions, but be-
cause of the Senate rules, it didn’t 
pass. 

b 1445 
We didn’t even get to go to con-

ference because of the Senate rules. 
Some people suggest maybe we ought 
to change the Senate rules. We ought 
to insist that the Senate change their 
rules. 

For the last 4, 8 years, I was kind of 
glad the Senate rules were the way 
they were. They prevented what I be-
lieved to be a lot of bad stuff from com-
ing over here from the Senate. 

I don’t know that I would go that 
way because, remember, at some point 
in time in history—I hope it is not 
soon—but at some point in time in his-
tory, my party is going to be in the mi-
nority over there, and it is going to be 
nice to be able to control some of the 
agenda. 

Let’s remember, the underlying bill 
is a darn good bill, and we need to pass 
it, and we need to pass it for the secu-
rity of the American people, and for 
the employees that work at the De-
partment of Homeland Security, so 
that those that are considered essen-
tial don’t have to go to work without 
pay. That is irresponsible. That is us 
not doing our job. 

I will fight with anyone, and I will 
stand on their side—as long as they can 
show me a path to potential victory. 
Let’s get this bill passed. It is a good 
bill. I encourage all my colleagues to 
vote for this. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MASSIE. I request a recorded 
vote—the yeas and nays—on the pre-
vious question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman asking for the yeas and the 
nays on ordering the previous ques-
tion? 

Mr. MASSIE. I withdraw that re-
quest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The re-
quest is withdrawn. 

The previous question is ordered. 
The question is on the motion offered 

by the gentleman from Idaho. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 257, nays 
167, not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 109] 

YEAS—257 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Blumenauer 
Boehner 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Gibson 
Graham 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hurd (TX) 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Kaptur 

Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meng 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—167 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Collins (GA) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 

Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McClintock 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nugent 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pearce 

Perry 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—9 

Bass 
Garamendi 
Hinojosa 

Long 
Meeks 
Roe (TN) 

Rush 
Smith (MO) 
Speier 

b 1514 

Messrs. BUCSHON and BRADY of 
Texas changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ 
to ‘‘nay.’’ 
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Mr. GRAYSON changed his vote from 

‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 
So the motion to recede and concur 

in the Senate amendment to H.R. 240 
was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 109 I am a ‘‘yes’’ vote. I could not return 
from a White House meeting in time to meet 
the rollcall. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I was 
unable to vote because of a serious illness in 
my family. Had I been present, I would have 
voted: rollcall No. 108—‘‘aye,’’ rollcall No. 
109—‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

BUDGET OF THE UNITED STATES 
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COS-
TELLO of Pennsylvania). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
6, 2015, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. ROKITA) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor on behalf of a lot of colleagues 
who can’t be here right now and on be-
half of our colleagues who are going to 
speak to talk about the budget of the 
United States Federal Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise this afternoon 
after our legislative business for the 
day because it is the concern of many 
of us—and perhaps it is the concern of 
all of us who ran for office, who got 
elected, who honorably serve in this 
body—to say—to make sure, perhaps— 
that our priorities are in order. 

And, Mr. Speaker, if you simply look 
at any number of ‘‘debt clocks’’ that 
run on all kinds of different Web sites, 
including one that continues live in my 
office, you see perhaps—I hope it is 
clear to you, Mr. Speaker—that our 
priorities are not in order. We are over 
$18 trillion in debt as I take the micro-
phone right now. 

Mr. Speaker, that is not the half of 
it. Over the next several decades we are 
scheduled to have over $100 trillion in 
debt. And that is not acceptable. In 
fact, I can’t think of too many things 
that are more immoral than the 
present-day majority, than our 
present-day citizens leaving this bur-
den to future citizens, people who do 
not yet exist. Talk about taxation 
without representation. But that is 

what we are faced with. That is what 
we do every day around here when our 
budget is not in balance and our prior-
ities remain out of order. 

To be clear, Mr. Speaker, we are able 
to get to this point, as very few other 
countries are, because of the fact we 
are the world’s reserve currency, be-
cause of the fact that we continue to be 
able to print money, and because of the 
fact that, despite all our problems, 
when compared in a relative fashion to 
all the other countries of the world, we 
simply aren’t as bad yet. But over 
time, that can very easily change, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The solution to this isn’t all that 
complicated. We have to stop spending 
more than we take in. We have to keep 
growing our economy. We have to sim-
plify our Tax Code so that it can actu-
ally generate more revenue than it is 
doing right now. Of course, we have to 
reform what is driving the debt, and 
that is our spending. That is what the 
Republicans—in this Chamber, at 
least—are trying to achieve. We are 
trying to put our priorities back in bal-
ance. 

Washington doesn’t have a revenue 
problem, Mr. Speaker; Washington has 
a spending problem. In terms of rev-
enue, we take in over $2 trillion a 
year—and these are rough figures—but 
we spend generally over $3 trillion. 
That is simply not sustainable. That 
simply can’t go on if we are to have 
any credibility on this issue and if we 
are going to remain a strong country, 
best of nations in the 21st century, and 
continue to win. 

So the House Budget Committee, and 
specifically the Republicans on the 
House Budget Committee, are about 
getting our priorities in order. And 
frankly, to our credit, for the last 4 
years, Mr. Speaker, we have done just 
that. 

Every year since 2010, we have pro-
posed balanced budgets that, if fol-
lowed, would have led us on a path to 
prosperity, would have made it clear 
that we are best of class in the world 
again and the best investment going. 
All we had to do is take the steps out-
lined in that budget and it would have 
become so. 

This year, we are going to try again. 
We are going to balance this budget. 
We are going to have a markup in a 
week or so. We are going to propose 
and present ideas to the American pub-
lic. Most of these ideas they have seen 
before over the last 4 years. There may 
be some new ones. We are still writing 
our budget. We are still taking input 
from Members and non-Members alike. 

But one thing the American people 
can count on: it will be an honest budg-
et, it will be credible, it will balance, 
and it will fulfill the promise we ex-
plicitly and implicitly made over and 
again to future generations that their 
generation will be better off than the 
generation before it. Isn’t that what we 
are all about? Isn’t that what we are 
supposed to be about? 

But as I speak with you here today, 
the facts tell a different story. In fact, 

the current generation is the first one 
in American history that is destined 
and will, by any objective measure, 
leave the next one worse off. It has 
never happened before in American his-
tory. It is happening now. 

I know several of us on the Budget 
Committee refuse to let that happen on 
our watch, and so we come to you to-
night with several ideas. 

I want to first recognize a very good 
friend of mine, a professional who came 
from the private sector and practiced 
accounting as a certified public ac-
countant for over 25 years. He has 
added tremendous value to all the work 
we are doing on the Budget Committee. 
Aside from budget issues, he is a tre-
mendous asset to nearly every issue 
that is debated on the floor of the 
House. I yield the floor, Mr. Speaker, 
to my good friend, Congressman RICE 
of South Carolina. 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. South 
Carolina thanks you. 

What an honor it is to stand here be-
fore this group to talk about the Fed-
eral budget. These were a couple of 
slides that were actually handed out to 
the Budget Committee that illustrate 
very wonderfully the challenge that we 
face. 

The total revenue for the Federal 
Government for fiscal year 2014 is $3.02 
trillion, most of it from individual in-
come taxes. And then social insurance 
is the payroll taxes we pay for Social 
Security and Medicare, and then we 
have the spending. You can compare 
the two. 

Revenues are $3.02 trillion. Spending 
is $3.5 trillion. Our deficit is half a tril-
lion dollars, roughly, projected this 
year. That sounds terrible. Of course, 3 
years ago, just before I was elected to 
Congress, it was a $1.4 trillion deficit. 
So it has, in fact, been cut well down. 
It is about 40 percent of what it was. 
And I will take all the credit for that. 

Actually, it has come down dramati-
cally. But we are still on an 
unsustainable path, and it is projected 
to rise, largely because of demo-
graphics. The baby boomers are retir-
ing, and the need for social insurance is 
going to rise in the coming decades. It 
will overwhelm us if we do not prepare 
for it. 

Republicans, Democrats, the Con-
gressional Budget Office, the Office of 
Management and Budget, and any 
known economist will tell you that if 
we don’t deal with this issue, it will 
overwhelm us. We are on an 
unsustainable path. We are piling bil-
lions and billions of dollars in debt on 
our children and our grandchildren 
every year. 

Right now, we stand at $18 trillion in 
debt. On our current path, I believe the 
number $25 trillion is what they are 
projecting at the end of 10 years if we 
don’t do something to deal with it. 

If you look at the spending, you can 
see the red areas are what they call en-
titlement spending or mandatory 
spending, Social Security being the 
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biggest part of that, and Medicare, 
Medicaid. Then interest on the debt is 
here at $229 billion a year. And then 
other mandatory, which would be un-
employment, welfare; the ObamaCare 
insurance subsidies will be in that. You 
can see that red area is about two- 
thirds of our total spending of $3.5 tril-
lion. 

b 1530 
The blue area is what they call dis-

cretionary spending. Discretionary 
spending is the only part that Congress 
has a play or a say in every year. If you 
break that down further, the discre-
tionary spending, defense is this part 
here in dark blue that is about half of 
it, and nondefense discretionary is the 
remainder. 

Nondefense discretionary is the thing 
most people think of as government; 
the FBI, the CIA, the White House, the 
Department of the Interior, Park Serv-
ice, EPA, Army Corps of Engineers, all 
these things are in nondefense discre-
tionary. People think: Well, gosh, we 
should cut the Department of Edu-
cation, we should cut the EPA. 

Well, that is great. If you cut every 
dime of nondefense discretionary 
spending out of the budget, every cent 
of it, we would still have a deficit. If 
you eliminated every part other than 
defense, we would still have a deficit, 
so you see how severe the problem is. 

Another thing people don’t under-
stand is, because of the sequester, de-
fense and nondefense discretionary 
have been whittled down over the last 
several years; and, in fact, nondefense 
discretionary spending is below 2008 
levels right now. 

It is as low as it has been since Presi-
dent Barack Obama has been in office 
because of the sequester spending. De-
fense spending has been cut to the 
bone. It is below levels that the Pen-
tagon is telling us are necessary to 
maintain our readiness in this troubled 
world. 

Now, there is always waste, and there 
is always further room to cut. The 
point of all that is, with these things 
having been whittled as low as they 
have, it is very obvious that we will 
not be able to handle our budget prob-
lems. 

We will never be able to reach a bal-
anced budget unless we deal with this 
area in red, what is called mandatory 
spending, the entitlement programs. 
There is no way to fix this problem 
without dealing with those. 

Now, you say: Well, why don’t we 
just raise taxes? Right now, we are 
taking in, I believe it is, about 17 per-
cent of our gross domestic product in 
tax revenues. It is more money in real 
dollars than this government has ever 
received. 

We are getting more revenue than we 
ever have, and it is a higher percentage 
of our gross domestic product than has 
been received on average over the last 
40 years. We are already at a higher 
level of revenue. Revenue is not the 
problem. The problem is that spending 
is out of control. 

For the last 3 years, the House Com-
mittee on the Budget has issued its 
own budget. It has been called the 
Ryan budget. It has been called the 
House Committee on the Budget budg-
et. It has been called the Path to Pros-
perity. That budget takes reasonable 
steps to balance the budget over a 10- 
year period. 

Now, the President issued his own 
budget this year. The way this is sup-
posed to work is the President is sup-
posed to issue his budget by the end of 
January. This is the first time since he 
has been in office that he has actually 
done that. We actually got it on time. 

The House is supposed to issue its 
budget, I think it is, about March 15th. 
It goes over to the Senate; they do 
their version. The House and the Sen-
ate conference, and then we send it to 
the President. 

For the first time since the President 
has been in office, we are on track to 
actually have a budget. It is an amaz-
ing fact to me that, since President 
Barack Obama has been in office, we 
have not had a budget. 

You can’t run your household with-
out a budget, you can’t run a bakery 
without a budget, and here we are, try-
ing to run the most complex institu-
tion on Earth without a budget. It is 
not just a lack of long-term planning; 
it is a lack of even planning for the 
current year. You have to have a budg-
et. 

Anyway, we are on track to have a 
budget. The House Committee on the 
Budget has put one out for the last 3 
years. The President has issued his 
budget now. The House Committee on 
the Budget’s budget over the last 3 
years would have balanced in 10 years. 

I anticipate we will do the same 
thing this year. We will put forth a 
budget that has reasonable adjust-
ments and balances in 10 years and 
stops piling mounds of debt on our chil-
dren and our grandchildren. 

The President’s budget, on the other 
hand, increases spending from $3.5 tril-
lion a year to a little over $4 trillion a 
year. It adds $2 trillion in taxes over 
the next 10 years, and it never bal-
ances, ever. It continues to pile debt on 
our children and grandchildren. The 
House Committee on the Budget’s 
budget doesn’t raise taxes, and it does 
balance in 10 years. 

This is the projection by the Congres-
sional Budget Office—nonpartisan, not 
Democrat, not Republican—of the path 
that we are currently on. The cutoff of 
the blue area there is where we are 
today. 

You can see with the demographics 
and with the burden that we are going 
to be placing on our social safety net 
and our entitlement programs—Social 
Security and Medicare—right now, 
where we are, if you look back in his-
tory—this goes back to 1941—never in 
the history of the United States has 
the debt as a percentage of our gross 
domestic product been as high as it is 
right now. 

The debt is about 70 percent of our 
gross domestic product, the debt held 

by the public. The only other time that 
it was this high was in World War II. 

We can adopt changes. We have time. 
We can adopt some modifications to 
bring this back under control; but, if 
we do not, you can see the mush-
rooming effect of the additional debt, 
interest rates climbing, the interest 
that we pay on our debt rising, the ef-
fect of the entitlement programs, run-
ning our debt to over 100 percent of our 
gross domestic product, which will 
make it difficult for us to recover 
from. 

Mr. ROKITA. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ROKITA. I thank the gentleman, 

and I thank the gentleman for showing 
not only Members of Congress, but the 
American people, this chart that you 
have right there. I think you are hit-
ting the nail on the head. This is ex-
actly the problem. 

If I could just add a few things to it? 
Mr. RICE of South Carolina. I wish 

you would. 
Mr. ROKITA. Well, if you go back to 

World War II, the gentleman rightly 
points out, Mr. Speaker, you see that 
our debt level crescendoed, obviously 
as a result of that war. 

What is different about that period in 
our history from our current situation 
is the fact that, as the gentleman 
knows, World War II, one way or the 
other, was going to be a one-time 
event. 

Thankfully, because of this country’s 
courage and the men and women who 
served for our country, it ended the 
right way. As a result, the event ended, 
and we immediately began paying 
down our debt. 

Some might say: Well, we have been 
there before. What is different this 
time? Why can’t we solve the problem 
this time? 

Well, we can solve the problem be-
cause, number one, we are Americans, 
but what makes the situation different, 
Mr. Speaker, and what the gentleman 
alludes to is what is driving our debt. 

What drove the debt in World War II, 
again, was a one-time event. What is 
driving the debt now is not scheduled 
to end, has no end really in sight, un-
less we reform the programs that are 
driving it. That is one of the things 
that is strikingly different in terms of 
the current path we are on from where 
we have been before, and that is why 
we have to arrest what is driving the 
debt, and that is our social entitlement 
programs. 

There is also another difference be-
tween now and World War II, and it is 
exemplified in this chart that I have, 
and that is who owns our debt. Of 
course, back in World War II, the gen-
tleman will remember the bond posters 
that you could see all over the country, 
where we asked our private citizens to 
finance the war. 

Now, as you can see from this chart, 
the people we are asking to finance our 
debt not only are our own citizens 
but—increasingly and alarmingly more 
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so—other countries, who by the very 
definition of being other nations don’t 
have our best interests top of mind. 

That makes this a very different sit-
uation as well. We are increasingly, 
over time, becoming beholden to other 
countries to finance our spending prob-
lem. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to continue 
yielding to the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. I thank 
the gentleman for his remarks. 

Mr. ROKITA, were you aware that by 
the year 2030, according to CBO’s pro-
jections, that our spending just on So-
cial Security, Medicare, Medicaid, and 
our interest, just those four things will 
take up the entire revenue of the 
United States Government, leaving 
nothing for other mandatory programs, 
like welfare, like unemployment, like 
food stamps, like all those things? 

It will also leave nothing for other 
discretionary spending like the FBI, 
like the Park Service, like border secu-
rity, and like the CIA; but even more 
importantly, it will leave nothing for 
defense, nothing for the Army, the 
Navy, the Coast Guard, nothing to buy 
the first bullet. 

By 2030, just those four programs— 
Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid, 
and the interest on our debt—will take 
up every dime that the United States 
Government brings in if we don’t 
change something. 

Now, the President’s budget adds $2 
trillion in taxes, but it adds even more 
than that in spending. What does he 
spend the money on? It is a lot of addi-
tional programs. He adds a little bit to 
defense, he adds a little bit across the 
board to other discretionary, but he 
throws in a lot of other programs—for 
example, his proposal to pay for com-
munity college, which is a nice idea, a 
wonderful idea—but the problem is 
that we can’t pay for the promises we 
have made already. 

Mr. Speaker, shouldn’t we, before we 
make new promises, find a way to pay 
for the promises that we have already 
made? 

The President’s budget, in addition 
to more taxes, more spending, and 
more government programs, it is just 
another big growth of government, 
which we have seen over and over again 
during this administration. From 
Dodd-Frank to ObamaCare and other 
things, you have seen a huge explosion 
in government. 

Now, what has the effect of that 
been? The President loves to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that he is for the middle 
class, but I want to show you an inter-
esting graph. 

This blue line here going down is the 
median household income in the United 
States. This is the middle class that 
the President is always saying he is 
for. You can see from 2008—when he 
took office—until today, that blue line 
has gone down 8.7 percent. 

Median household income in the 
country has dropped 8.7 percent—more 
government programs, bigger govern-

ment, more intrusion on government in 
your life, more intrusion of govern-
ment in our national economy—and 
you can see the stifling effect that it 
has on our economy. 

I think we had 2 percent growth last 
quarter. Here we are, 7 years after the 
Great Recession. We should have had a 
huge snapback. All we are doing is 
muddling along, trying to swallow this 
giant addition of Big Government that 
is being created. Middle class income is 
down 8.7 percent. 

Look at this, Mr. Speaker. This pur-
ple line here represents the consumer 
price index for medical care. Over that 
same time, it is up over 10 percent. 
This red line represents the consumer 
price index for gasoline, which is now 
turning down, but it is still above 
where the President took office. 

This green line is the consumer price 
index for food and beverages because, 
you see, gasoline and heating oil and 
electricity all go into the cost of food. 
You have to fertilize it, you have to 
prepare the seed, you have to transport 
it. All those things go into the cost of 
food. 

So, you see, food has gone up 20 per-
cent, gasoline has gone up 10 percent, 
health care has gone up 15 percent—all 
these additional costs on the middle 
class. 

b 1545 

At the same time, the median house-
hold income has dropped by 8.7 percent. 
When the President gets up and talks 
about how the stock market is doing 
and how the economy has recovered, I 
can tell you, Mr. Speaker, you can look 
at this chart and very easily see why 
the average middle class family doesn’t 
feel it. They don’t agree with it. 

The President’s proposed budget, by 
adding more taxes and more govern-
ment programs, will do nothing but ex-
acerbate this problem, the middle class 
squeeze. We are going to squeeze the 
middle class until there is nothing left. 
I cringe when the President says he is 
for the middle class. Don’t listen to 
what he says; look at what he is doing. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe in the House 
Budget Committee’s budget that bal-
ances in 10 years, that makes respon-
sible adjustments to our social safety 
net, that makes responsible adjust-
ments to our discretionary programs, 
and that brings our budget into bal-
ance in 10 years. 

When I came to Congress, I thought 
our debt was the biggest problem we 
faced. I no longer believe that. I know 
we can handle it. I have been through 
the budget committee. All we have to 
do is start now to make responsible ad-
justments. The longer we wait, the 
more difficult it becomes. 

My tenure in Congress is and will 
continue to be focused on American 
competitiveness. I think we have given 
away a lot of our competitive edge to 
the rest of the world. I think, if we de-
cide we want to compete, that nobody 
can stop us. The only people stopping 
us is us. 

We have tied a noose of tax and regu-
lation around our own neck, and we are 
running our businesses and our jobs 
overseas. That is my focus. We cannot 
fix this problem with our budget unless 
we have growth, and the way to in-
crease growth is to increase our com-
petitive status in the world. 

This is a list of things created by a 
Harvard economist and a good friend 
named Michael Porter. He has been to 
Congress more than once. He has 
talked to over 100 Congressmen about 
how to make this country more com-
petitive. 

These are eight items. One of them 
is—in fact, the most important one is 
to create a sustainable Federal budget 
because you see, my friends, without a 
sustainable budget—now, you remem-
ber, the Office of Management and 
Budget that works for the White House 
says we are on an unsustainable course. 
Congressional Budget Office, we are on 
an unsustainable course. 

Step number one to make this coun-
try competitive and to bring jobs back 
to this country: create a responsible 
Federal budget. I submit to you, Mr. 
Speaker, that the President’s budget 
fails miserably in that regard. Just as 
his policies are failing the middle class 
miserably, this budget will make us 
less competitive in the world. 

Second, it says simplify the cor-
porate Tax Code. Simplify and stream-
line regulation. The House budget as-
sumes many of these things that make 
this country more competitive in 
adopting its budget. 

Mr. ROKITA. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. I yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. ROKITA. I thank the gentleman 
again. The gentleman hits the nail 
right on the head. Middle class eco-
nomics is a term, and it is just that. 

Watch what the President does to see 
how he affects the middle class. 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Not 
what he says. 

Mr. ROKITA. Not what he says, ex-
actly right. 

I also want to draw your attention, 
Mr. Speaker, to what the gentleman 
said on his poster board there about 
the eighth point, create a sustainable 
Federal budget, and the gentleman 
talked very articulately about the need 
for that. 

It seems obvious, quite frankly, I 
would think, to every American family 
that must do this inside the walls of 
their own dwellings, but for some rea-
son, it escapes the Federal Govern-
ment. 

I draw the House’s attention, the 
Speaker’s attention, to the wording 
that appears after that comma. It says, 
‘‘including entitlement reform’’—‘‘cre-
ate a sustainable budget, including en-
titlement reform.’’ We touched on this 
a little bit earlier in the hour that we 
have. 

At this point, I am worried, Mr. 
Speaker, that some who are watching 
this discussion may think: Well, wait a 
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minute. Wait a minute. I put my hard- 
earned money into these programs, 
being Medicare and Social Security, 
primarily, every 2 weeks or whenever 
my paycheck comes, and I see the gov-
ernment taking out a lot, and that is 
my money. That is my property. What 
is Congress thinking? What are these 
two gentleman from South Carolina 
and Indiana and others who are going 
to speak here in a minute saying when 
they said entitlement reform? I put in; 
therefore, I should get out. 

I want to take just a minute to ad-
dress that because, of course, in a very 
real sense, that is what every working 
American has done. In another equally 
real and more important sense, we 
haven’t. We haven’t, and that is what 
is driving our debt. 

Now, the gentleman had a pie graph 
up earlier that easily showed—and he 
will put it back up—the fact that most 
of our spending at the Federal Govern-
ment level is on programs that are on 
autopilot. Right? 

We, as Congressmen, can’t vote on 
these priorities through the budget 
mechanism itself. We have to affect the 
underlying law. That is to say Con-
gressman RICE and Congressman 
ROKITA don’t get to determine, through 
the budget process, year after year, 
what someone’s Social Security check 
is going to be, what Medicare services 
people are going to get or not get. That 
is not done necessarily through the 
budget. 

We talked about the need to reform 
those programs in the budget docu-
ment, but it is not done through the 
budget language only. You have to re-
form that underlying law. Two-thirds 
of our budget, again, as the chart 
shows, is on autopilot. It goes year 
after year after year and gets worse 
after worse, and that is what is driving 
our debt. 

Now, to my point about have we paid 
for those programs or not, this is a 
chart that describes the average Amer-
ican working couple. This is a Medi-
care example, so this is not Social Se-
curity. This is Medicare. 

It shows that a couple making a com-
bined $71,500 a year, on average, over a 
lifetime, has put in roughly about 30 
percent of what they are taking out of 
Medicare. 

Let me say that again. They are put-
ting in 30 percent. We are putting in, 
the average American couple, putting 
in 30 percent of what we are going to 
take out of Medicare. The rest, Mr. 
Speaker, goes on the deck, and that is 
the crux of the problem. 

If you go to the second set of bars, 
you see that the problem only gets 
worse, as a percentage of the amount 
we are putting in is only going to go 
down. That is what makes this a moral 
situation, a moral case that we are 
making the children of tomorrow pay, 
so that we can have more on our plate 
now, quite frankly. 

It is just not Medicare. Social Secu-
rity is in a much better position than 
this, but it is on the same trend. It is 

not just our health care and our social 
entitlement programs. It is the high-
way trust fund, for example, which I 
hope we address, not only in our budget 
document, but throughout this Con-
gress. To date, the President hasn’t 
done that. So that is really the prob-
lem here. 

I yield briefly back to my good friend 
from South Carolina, Congressman 
RICE, and then move swiftly to Mr. 
WOMACK from the great State of Ar-
kansas. 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. In clos-
ing, my friend, I just wanted to point 
out what the House Budget Committee 
does to bring the budget within balance 
within 10 years, and it is not all this 
but three major things. 

One, it repeals ObamaCare, which 
costs $2.1 trillion over the next 10 
years. 

Two, it initiates what is called pre-
mium support for Medicare, what you 
are just talking about, and it doesn’t 
do away with Medicare, and it doesn’t 
affect anybody who is either retired or 
retiring within 8 years. 

What it does for people that are out-
side that window, Medicare is still of-
fered, and they will allow four other in-
surance companies to bid for Medicare 
coverage. 

The government won’t pay for the 
cheapest; it will pay for the second 
cheapest. If you want to buy a cheaper 
policy, you can, but it brings private 
industry in it. If you want to buy a 
cheaper policy, you can, and you will 
get money. 

If you want to buy a more expensive 
policy, you can, and you will have to 
pay a little bit more for it. That is a 
huge savings in Medicare and some-
thing that we have to do. 

So premium support for Medicare, re-
peal ObamaCare, and, third, it doesn’t 
cut discretionary spending, defense and 
nondefense, but it slows the growth a 
little. Those three things go 80 percent 
of the way to bringing our budget with-
in balance within 10 years. 

Let me tell you, my friends, we don’t 
have a choice. We are piling debt on 
our children and grandchildren. CBO, 
OMB, they will all tell you, Social Se-
curity trust fund, it will be broke in 
2030 or thereabouts. Medicare trust 
fund will be broke in 2030 or there-
abouts. 

You know the problem with Federal 
trust funds? They are not funded, and 
you can’t trust them. Other than that, 
they are great. 

Mr. ROKITA, I appreciate you allow-
ing me to participate in this. 

Mr. ROKITA. I thank the gentleman 
for his leadership. 

The gentleman is exactly right. If we 
act now, no one who is on or near to be 
on any of these programs has to be af-
fected. We can easily take care of the 
promises that were made and that 
these folks, again, who are on these 
programs or near to be on these pro-
grams have rightly relied on, and that 
is because we are still the world’s re-
serve currency. We are not Greece. 

If we make these reforms now, we are 
talking about the reforms affecting 
folks a generation ago, those in my age 
bracket or younger, who would have 
time to prepare for the new situation. 

People who are having kids today, 
who will live probably past 100, they 
will have the time, under a new pro-
gram that reflects the realities of liv-
ing in the 21st century and, frankly, 
how long we live in the 21st century. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. WOMACK), a good 
friend of mine, the former mayor of 
Rogers, Arkansas, a decorated military 
officer who is also a great friend and a 
great leader in this Congress. 

Mr. WOMACK. I thank the gen-
tleman, first of all, for his great leader-
ship on this subject. 

The gentleman from the Hoosier 
State and I came in together. Back in 
2010, we were elected to this Congress, 
and I can’t speak necessarily for the 
gentleman, I can only speak for myself, 
but I would almost bet that my friend 
from Indiana would agree that we came 
up here to tackle the Nation’s biggest 
problems. 

Mr. Speaker, the Framers of our 
country were visionaries. They got it 
right on the formation of the country 
and the established government that 
guides our every decision. They not 
only had the foresight to establish con-
stitutional principles and processes 
that addressed the challenges of the 
day, but that sustain and guide our Na-
tion now 21⁄4 centuries later. 

What you have just heard in the last 
few minutes, and I have been witness 
to the presentation made by my friend 
from South Carolina, with commentary 
from the gentleman from Indiana, I am 
going to present many of the same ar-
guments in the time that I have before 
you today because I think they are 
worth repeating, and my chart may 
show it a little bit differently. 

Mr. Speaker, I came to the Congress 
and was immediately placed on the Ap-
propriations Committee. As a member 
of that committee, one of my jobs is to 
look after the discretionary piece of 
the Federal budget. As has already 
been mentioned, the discretionary 
piece of the Federal budget is getting 
squeezed. 

There was a time in the not too dis-
tant past that discretionary spending 
was the largest share of spending and, 
as was mentioned by my friend from 
South Carolina, things that you recog-
nize your Federal Government for. He 
articulated a number of those. 

When you look at this particular 
chart, this end of the chart would rep-
resent 1962. The other end of the chart 
is just about 3 years from now, in 2018, 
you can see—in case you have trouble 
seeing, let me just go through the color 
coding here. 

The purple at the top is the amount 
of money that we have to pay, year in 
and year out, to service our debt. 
Those of you at home, Mr. Speaker, 
that have a credit card bill that comes 
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in every month, there will be a cat-
egory there or a block there that says 
minimum payment due. 

The minimum payment is usually the 
reflection of interest due on that ac-
count and not necessarily a reduction 
in the principle amount owed. That is 
exactly what this purple is. That is the 
minimum payment due, year and in 
and year out, that we have to make in 
order to satisfy the creditors, the peo-
ple that have given money to this 
country, loaned money to this country 
for governmental purposes. 

b 1600 
As you can see, Mr. Speaker, this 

chart shows that that area in purple 
has grown through the years. It tight-
ened up a little bit back a few years 
ago. But now, if you look at that last 
piece of it, from right here, you will 
notice that it is taking a dip. And if we 
extended that chart out for many more 
years, it gets progressively worse. 

The next color is red, and that is the 
reflection of mandatory spending, 
talked about by the gentleman before 
me, that constitutes how much money 
we have to spend year in and year out 
to pay for the programs that people all 
across this country are entitled to. The 
biggest driver of the long-term con-
sequences of mandatory spending 
would be Medicare. There are many 
charts that will show you the glide 
path Medicare is on. 

Mr. Speaker, something happened 
last night at midnight that affects the 
ongoing cost of that piece of manda-
tory spending. That is, 11,000 people 
celebrated a birthday as we rolled into 
the new day; 11,000 people aged into 
that program. Now, Mr. Speaker, to-
night at midnight, something else is 
going to happen that is going to influ-
ence the growth of that area in red; 
and that is, another 11,000 people, or 
thereabouts, are going to age into this 
program that they automatically qual-
ify for when they turn 65. Thankfully, 
more and more people are living well 
beyond 65, and I am glad for that. 

If you look at that red, coupled with 
the purple, you can see that since 1962, 
it has commanded a much larger share 
of Federal spending, and it is putting a 
tremendous squeeze on the programs 
that people like me, as an appropri-
ator, have to work with to fund the 
other essential forms of government. 

In fact, I have a lot of people say to 
me when I go home: You know, Mr. 
WOMACK, you are an appropriator. You 
are in charge of all this spending. You 
ought to be able, with your vote and 
with your leadership on that com-
mittee, you ought to be able to see 
that the books of the Federal Govern-
ment are balanced. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if you look at the 
last two colors—the green, which is 
nondefense spending, and the blue, 
which represents defense discretionary 
spending—these two colors have gotten 
smaller and smaller and smaller, so 
small now that they represent about a 
third of our spending. And you do the 
math. 

Mr. SANFORD. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOMACK. I would be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. SANFORD. I thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas for raising what 
I think is such a fundamental point 
with regard to government spending. It 
really raises the crossroads I think 
that we are at as a society. Because in 
my mind, I keep going out to about 
2025, which you well illustrate on that 
chart. And at that point, we are only 
going to have enough money for inter-
est and entitlements and nothing else, 
without either raising taxes substan-
tially, cutting benefits substantially, 
or running very large deficits going 
forward. And ultimately, there comes a 
point of no return, as you correctly 
point out with your charts, wherein the 
world financial markets won’t lend you 
anymore. 

So I think you are on to a remark-
ably important theme, and I think it 
underscores the degree to which we are 
going to have an important debate in 
this Chamber in really the next month 
because what the President has essen-
tially said is that I am not going to 
deal with this. 

If you look fundamentally at the 
White House budget, at the core, it 
abandons this notion of financial dis-
cipline. I mean, it adds $2.2 trillion of 
new taxes. It adds $8.5 trillion of new 
debt. It goes from running structural 
$500 billion deficits to $1.1 trillion defi-
cits, with no end in sight to the deficits 
that continue to grow. 

So this theme that you are getting 
on with regard to the mandatory com-
ponent and the interest component of 
government spending I don’t think can 
be underscored enough. And I don’t 
want to interrupt you, but it just hit 
me as you were talking. 

Mr. WOMACK. Well, I am glad the 
gentleman did interrupt. 

And to carry our colloquy just a lit-
tle bit further, the gentleman from 
South Carolina is a former Governor of 
South Carolina, so he has had some ex-
perience dealing with balanced budgets 
and having to live within your means, 
as a former chief executive of a State, 
one of the 50 States in our country. So 
you have a great appreciation for how 
important it is to be able to craft budg-
ets that live within your means and ad-
dress the major drivers of what could 
be deficit spending at the State level. 

Mr. SANFORD. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOMACK. I would be happy to. 
Mr. SANFORD. Just on that point, 

though, it is so interesting that ulti-
mately it is not just about balancing 
budgets, because I think that a lot of 
people from across this country look at 
the carrying on and the going on of 
Congress, and they say, You know, it is 
about green eye shades, and it is about 
trying to balance some numbers. No. It 
is about sustaining this Republic. 

Admiral Mike Mullen, when asked, 
What is the biggest threat to the 

American society? he didn’t answer 
‘‘China,’’ he didn’t answer ‘‘Russia.’’ 
His answer was: The biggest threat to 
the American way of life is the na-
tional debt. 

If you were to look at a whole host of 
different folks across recent history—I 
mean, Paul Kennedy wrote I think an 
excellent book entitled ‘‘The Rise and 
Fall of the Great Powers,’’ and its 
premise was that economic supremacy 
was the precursor to military suprem-
acy, for a civilization to be able to con-
tinue to project force. 

I think it is so interesting that the 
Prime Minister of Israel was here ear-
lier today. We heard Prime Minister 
Netanyahu lay out his concerns with 
regards to some things happening in 
the Middle East. But America’s varia-
bility, whether it is in engaging with 
an ally like Israel or whether it is en-
gaging in a whole host of other con-
flicts that are innumerable and guaran-
teed across the next 25 years or so, our 
ability to impact those things will be 
driven, frankly, by these economic 
numbers. 

I think it has been maligned, but 
Reinhart and Rogoff, a professor from 
the University of Maryland and a pro-
fessor from Harvard, wrote a book enti-
tled, ‘‘This Time Is Different.’’ They 
chronicled 800 years of financial his-
tory, and there have been some ques-
tions about how they got to some of 
their numbers. But the larger premise 
was in that title, ‘‘This Time is Dif-
ferent.’’ 

What you are pointing out is that, 
no, it is never different; math always 
works. And there is something funda-
mental about our civilization’s need for 
not just a balanced budget for balanced 
budget’s sake but to be able to sustain 
our ability to project power and main-
tain a way of life that we love, I think, 
that is underlined in these very charts 
that you are showing. 

Mr. WOMACK. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

Reclaiming my time, I just want to 
say, before I go to my next chart, that 
this isn’t an option for us, to allow this 
to continue on this path without the 
interaction of this Congress and solu-
tions offered by this Congress, many of 
which are going to be big deals because 
when you get this far along into a 
problem, the solutions to the problem 
get much larger. They are going to re-
quire a lot more political courage. But 
we have to address it because if we 
don’t, in just a few years beyond the 
2018 timeframe that this chart shows, 
there will be no money left for the 
items that you see in green and blue. 

And let me hasten to remind you 
that the items in blue are national de-
fense. 

Mr. SANFORD. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOMACK. I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. SANFORD. On that point, I love 
keeping strange jotted notes in my of-
fice. 

Again, the number that you are get-
ting at—because you are now touching 
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on national defense—you know, 
Habsburg defaulted on all or part of its 
debt 14 times between 1557 and 1696. 
Pre-revolutionary France saw 62 per-
cent of its royal revenue going to inter-
est payments alone. Britain, between 
World War I and World War II, saw in-
terest payments climb to 44 percent of 
the British budget. In the Ottoman 
Empire, interest payments and amorti-
zation rose from 15 percent of its budg-
et in 1860 to 50 percent in 1875. 

In other words, this music has been 
played before with disastrous con-
sequences, and that is why I think it is 
relevant. 

Keynes actually quoted Lenin, of all 
folks, and Lenin’s quote was this: 
‘‘There is no subtler, no surer means of 
overturning the existing basis of soci-
ety than to debauch the currency. The 
process engages all the hidden forces of 
economic law on the side of destruction 
and does it in a manner which not one 
man in a million is able to diagnose.’’ 

What you are laying out with the 
chart which you so appropriately lay 
before the Congress is the very formula 
that Lenin, himself, was talking about 
in things that will challenge not only 
defense but the way in which a govern-
ment sustains itself. 

Mr. WOMACK. I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s perspective. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to show 
you this one. 

I was fortunate to get elected in 2010 
by a significant majority of the people 
in the Third District of Arkansas. I 
consider that area of our State to be 
the most dynamic in all of our State. It 
has got a lot going for it. It has got 
great jobs, great health care, wonderful 
educational institutions, effective gov-
ernments, the University of Arkansas 
Razorbacks. I mean, there are a lot of 
great things you can say about the 
area that I represent. And it is dif-
ferent than a lot of places around our 
country, I will submit to that. 

While I made a promise to the people 
that elected me, the biggest promise 
that I made, the one that I hold closest 
to my heart and the promise that 
drives all of the decisions that I make, 
particularly to my friends that have 
joined me here in the Chamber today 
regarding budgets, deficits, debt, long- 
term spending, and those kinds of 
things, are the promises I made to 
these two young men right here. This 
is Liam. He is 8. And that is Kaden. 
Kaden is not even 2 yet. They are cous-
ins. These are my grandkids. 

When I look into the eyes of these 
two precious little boys, I see the inno-
cence of youth, but I also see some-
thing that they can’t see. I see a tre-
mendous burden that is growing every 
day, every week, every year that these 
two kids have had nothing to do in cre-
ating, and that is a mountain of debt 
and interest payments for borrowed 
money that go as far as the eye can 
see. 

Mr. SANFORD. Will the gentleman 
yield on that point? 

Mr. WOMACK. I will. 

Mr. SANFORD. Again, I think you 
are capturing, in essence, the totality 
of this debate because there is a guy up 
at the University of Boston called Lau-
rence Kotlikoff, and he wrote a book 
called ‘‘The Coming Generational 
Storm.’’ Its premise is really built 
around your two grandkids because he 
says that the imputed tax for a child 
born into America today is about 84 
percent, 84 percent. 

I mean, our civilization won’t work. 
A market-based economy doesn’t work 
with an 84 percent tax rate. Yet that is 
what he said is coming those two 
young children’s way in the event that 
nothing is done to change the course 
and the trajectory of the way that 
Washington is spending money. He says 
that the total debt really amounts to 
around $200 trillion. So it hit me, as I 
was looking into your two grand-
children’s eyes there in the photo-
graph. 

Mr. WOMACK. I want to give you 
some perspective before I close, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The only budget that we have laying 
out there right now is the President’s 
budget. It arrived on time. It never bal-
ances—never—and continues to add a 
lot of taxes and a lot of debt and a lot 
of interest burdens on the generations 
of these two kids right here. 

But here is what is inescapable: the 
net interest on the debt that we will 
pay this year—and I might need some 
help on this, Mr. ROKITA—I think it is 
around $250 billion? 

Mr. ROKITA. Yes. 
Mr. WOMACK. Around $250 billion. It 

is a lot of money. We could build a lot 
of roads and bridges, educate a lot of 
people, pay for a lot of things with that 
$250 billion, give or take. 

The President’s budget, if you rolled 
it out for 10 years, in the 10-year win-
dow before this young man can vote 
and before this young man turns 12, the 
net interest on the debt will rise to $785 
billion a year. That is not a sustainable 
path, and that is why I was pleased to 
accept the appointment to the Budget 
Committee as one of the three appro-
priators assigned to this committee. 
That is why I enjoy the work that I do. 
That is why I appreciate so much my 
friend from Indiana, my friend from 
Georgia, my friend from South Caro-
lina, and the others that will parade 
down here and talk about these issues. 
They are the most serious things that 
affect domestic America today. 

And out of deference to these two 
young men and to their parents—Will 
and Amanda, and Kayle and Philip—it 
is my hope and my prayer that we will 
find the courage to support the solu-
tions, as large as they may be, to save 
America’s next greatest generation. 

b 1615 
Mr. ROKITA. Well, I thank the gen-

tleman from Arkansas. Clearly, Mr. 
Speaker, you see why he was elected 
mayor of Rogers, Arkansas. You see 
why he has been a leader in our U.S. 
military, and you see how and why he 
leads on the floor of this House. 

I want to, again, thank Congressman 
TOM RICE from South Carolina for 
speaking today, and Congressman 
MARK SANFORD, former Governor of 
South Carolina, now Congressman of 
the First District, for speaking today. 
Again, I thank Congressman STEVE 
WOMACK. 

With the time we have remaining, I 
yield to a good friend of mine who 
came in at the same time as STEVE 
WOMACK and I in a wave of 87 new 
Congresspersons, the new crew, as I 
call it, my good friend, ROB WOODALL, 
also a member of the Budget Com-
mittee, to put some icing over what we 
have learned over the past hour. 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank my friend 
from Indiana for yielding, and I appre-
ciate his leadership. Mr. Speaker, I 
don’t know if you have thought about 
it—you have not been in this institu-
tion very long. You came here with a 
lot of hopes and dreams. The gen-
tleman from Indiana, the vice chair-
man of the Budget Committee, has 
been here 4 years. He has been here 4 
years. What I have loved about this in-
stitution the 4 years I have served here 
is that what was once a seniority-based 
institution, what was once if you could 
just hold on to your little piece of 
power long enough, you might one day 
rise to a place where you can be influ-
ential. 

When we came in that big class of 
2010 and a new leadership structure was 
swept in here, folks said: No more. 
They said: We want to find folks who 
have talents and skills and who have 
the ability to lead, and we are going to 
put them in places where they can do 
that. I am so proud the gentleman from 
Indiana is able to fill that role for me. 
I sit on the Budget Committee, too, 
and I get to take advantage of his lead-
ership. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas was down here earlier, and I 
don’t think I am telling secrets out of 
school—I am sure the vice chairman 
will correct me if I am—but he raised 
his hands in one of these closed-door 
meetings and he said: I want to do the 
big things. I want to do the big things. 
I don’t want to nibble around the 
edges. I don’t want to just rearrange 
the dollars here and there. He said: I 
want to solve the problem once and for 
all, and I will do whatever it takes to 
make that happen. 

I know that has always been the phi-
losophy that the gentleman from 
South Carolina has brought to bear, 
that I want to do the big things. Let 
the political chips fall where they may. 
It is a funny thing. It turns out, Mr. 
Speaker, that if you do the right things 
for the right reasons, sometimes elec-
tions take care of themselves. You can 
spend all your time worrying about 
elections or you can worry about doing 
the right thing for the right reason. 

Mr. Speaker, I brought this chart 
here so you can see it, too. The blue 
line charts the revenue in this country. 
The red line charts the spending in this 
country. It is there as a percentage of 
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GDP. There is no set of circumstances 
where revenue will ever match spend-
ing, Mr. Speaker. The President didn’t 
provide that leadership; my friend from 
Indiana is. That is why I am so proud 
to be on the floor with you today. 

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

f 

THE BLUE DOG COALITION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 6, 
2015, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. COSTA) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, my name is 
Congressman JIM COSTA from Fresno, 
California. Since I was first elected 
over 10 years ago, I have been a mem-
ber of the Blue Dog caucus. This after-
noon, members of the Blue Dog caucus 
that stretch the width and the breadth 
of this great country of ours are going 
to speak about what brings us to-
gether, about the passions that they 
have and the people that they advocate 
for and why they believe that their ef-
forts at being a constructive and a very 
positive member of the Blue Dog cau-
cus adds value to their ability to rep-
resent their constituencies and to the 
vision that I think we, as Americans, 
all share together, which is to make 
our Congress, to make our representa-
tive democracy, a more functioning 
system. Because clearly today, the 
American public, in poll after poll after 
poll, demonstrate their frustration 
with the inability of the United States 
Congress to come together and to work 
on common solutions for our country, 
solutions that share our common val-
ues but also involve the art, the art of 
the political compromise, too often I 
believe an art that has become lost 
here in our Nation’s Capital in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

So among the first of the members of 
our caucus that will speak is the gen-
tlewoman from Arizona’s Ninth Dis-
trict, KYRSTEN SINEMA, a colleague of 
mine who always is advocating for her 
constituency in the most positive 
ways. 

Ms. SINEMA. Thank you, Mr. COSTA, 
and thank you today for organizing 
this Special Order. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an important op-
portunity for us to come together and 
show how bipartisanship can fix our 
broken system. 

At home in Arizona, I hear from ev-
eryone that Washington is broken. 
There is too much time spent playing 
political games and too little time 
spent working together to get things 
done. Most people are sick and tired of 
Congress’ failing to do its job because 
of partisan politics. That is why I 
joined the Blue Dog Coalition, because 
they prioritize the people they rep-
resent more than their party leader-
ship. 

Everybody knows that Congress is 
not working effectively, and the Blue 

Dogs are trying to change that. They 
are focused on ending political polar-
ization, reforming Congress, stopping 
reckless government spending, and cre-
ating economic opportunity for Ameri-
cans who have been left behind by this 
recession. 

Mr. Speaker, I come to work every 
single day to get things done for Ari-
zona. I have a proven record of reach-
ing out to members of both political 
parties to find common ground on 
issues ranging from jobs and the econ-
omy to reducing spending and govern-
ment waste. As a cofounder of the 
United Solutions Caucus and a No La-
bels Problem Solver, I have worked 
with members of both parties to get 
things done. At home, Congressman 
MATT SALMON and I work together to 
help Arizona veterans get the care they 
deserve, and I have worked with Con-
gressman MICHAEL MCCAUL to intro-
duce legislation that puts an end to 
automatic pay raises for Members of 
Congress. 

Neither party is always right. In fact, 
both parties are often wrong. It is time 
for us to listen to each other and work 
together to grow our economy, help 
our country’s families, and honor our 
veterans. Recently, we came together 
to pass bipartisan legislation to pre-
vent veteran suicide and improve ac-
cess to mental health care and health 
services for veterans. Just this week, 
we agreed on legislation to expand col-
lege savings plans and make higher 
education a reality for students and 
their families. We need more of these 
kinds of accomplishments in Congress. 

In Arizona, the voters established an 
independent redistricting commission 
that allows for an open and transparent 
process and creates competitive dis-
tricts where neither party has a mo-
nopoly. We Blue Dogs have proposed 
similar reforms to create impartial, 
fairly drawn districts across the coun-
try to cut back on the polarization 
that cripples our system. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
serve leaders who do whatever it takes 
to come up with practical, common-
sense solutions that help us move for-
ward. It is time for us to focus on areas 
of common ground and come up with 
real answers to our country’s most 
pressing problems. So let’s put aside 
the finger pointing and the fighting. 
Let’s roll up our sleeves and get back 
to work. 

Mr. COSTA. I thank the gentle-
woman from Arizona. 

Mr. Speaker, our next Blue Dog col-
league who will speak is a gentleman 
whom I have served with both in the 
California State Legislature as well as 
here in Congress. He and I are good 
friends. We both represent wonderful 
parts of California, and he is one of the 
longer serving members in the Blue 
Dog caucus, the gentleman from north-
ern California, Congressman MIKE 
THOMPSON from California’s Fifth Dis-
trict. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I 
thank the gentleman, and my friend, 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, Members, I came down 
to the floor this afternoon to join my 
Blue Dog colleagues in calling for all of 
us in Congress to come together and do 
the work that we have been asked to 
do, the work that we have been sent to 
Washington, sent to Congress to do on 
behalf of the people that we represent. 
I came to Congress to get things done, 
to get things done for the people that I 
represent, and to get things done for 
the great country that we are all so 
privileged to live in and to participate 
in. 

As Mr. COSTA mentioned, he and I 
served together in the State legislature 
in California, and I am very proud of 
the work that we did there. We were 
able to get a lot of things done. In the 
time that I was there, the majority of 
the time, I chaired the Senate Budget 
Committee. That was one of the rea-
sons why I was so proud to be a Blue 
Dog, although the common thread that 
holds all Blue Dogs together is the 
issue of fiscal responsibility. 

In my time in Sacramento chairing 
the Budget Committee, we always had 
a balanced budget. Fiscal responsi-
bility was important, and it is equally 
as important here in Congress. Nobody 
likes the fact that we have huge defi-
cits or huge debts. We understand that 
some things are unavoidable, but there 
has to be an understanding of and an 
intentional effort on the part of all us 
to make sure that we are fiscally re-
sponsible and that we manage that 
debt, we manage that deficit, and we 
bring it down to a level that won’t bur-
den our children and our grandchildren 
in the years to come. 

So I was stunned when I came to 
Congress and found out that it was 
very, very difficult to get anything 
done, to get people to work together. 
As JIM pointed out, I am one of the 
longer serving Members, so I was 
stunned a long time ago in what you 
can probably refer to today as ‘‘the 
good old days,’’ when we were actually 
able to work together and get things 
done, but we didn’t have a high level of 
that cooperation even back then. 

Last week, I was with the Aspen In-
stitute on a trade conference. Anybody 
who is familiar with them knows that 
they are able to bring together a bipar-
tisan and bicameral representation of 
Congress, Members from the Senate 
and Members from the House, Demo-
crats and Republicans. They also bring 
together some of the most famous 
scholars to talk about whatever the 
issue of the conference is. I was struck, 
at this trade conference, when one of 
the new Members that we serve with, 
now starting his sophomore term, after 
the scholars spoke and he was recog-
nized, said: I came to Congress to in-
volve myself in this type of problem 
solving, when people came together, 
talked about issues, talked about prob-
lems, and talked about solutions. He 
said: And this is the first time since I 
have been here that we have been able 
to engage in that type of dialogue. 

That is not right, Members, and we 
all know that. We are here to work on 
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the problems that face our great coun-
try, and we need to get down and do 
that work. 

Mr. COSTA. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. COSTA. I appreciate your ex-
plaining your experience in the Cali-
fornia Legislature because we not only 
worked together in a bipartisan fash-
ion, but we also worked together with 
the lower house and the State senate, 
because you could never get anything 
done if you didn’t work together with 
both houses. Of course, that is part of 
our problem here today. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman is correct. 
That is how the legislative process 
works. You don’t just punt something 
over to the other Chamber and then 
say, ‘‘We have done our job’’; because 
you haven’t done your job until the 
President, in the case of Congress, 
signs his name on the line making that 
bill or that job come to fruition, mak-
ing it the law. 

You are right. In the State capitol, 
we did that. We knew we had to work 
together because the same piece of leg-
islation had to pass both houses and 
had to meet there for the Governor’s 
signature in order to become law. The 
same thing happens here. 

I know it can be done. One of the 
things that I did in some of my earlier 
years here, Mr. Speaker, is I was suc-
cessful in getting a wilderness bill 
passed, a wilderness bill that protected 
into perpetuity 350,000 acres in my dis-
trict in California. Wilderness bills 
have passed before, so that, in itself, 
was not the biggest thing that has ever 
happened here. But I am particularly 
proud because I was in the minority 
then. 

The chair of Natural Resources was 
Richard Pombo from California, some-
one whom I consider a friend, although 
not a political ally. He was not some-
one who was favorable to approving 
wilderness legislation. But I worked 
with him and his committee. He had 
the bill up in for a markup. We had it 
on the floor. We passed it. I com-
promised; he compromised. That bill 
went through the House. The com-
panion bill went through the Senate, as 
Mr. COSTA was explaining has to be 
done, and it went to then-President 
George W. Bush, who signed it into 
law. 

So it is incongruent with the way we 
work today. Today you would just 
start by saying: An unfriendly chair-
man, an unfriendly President, we can’t 
get anything done. That is just abso-
lutely not true. 

If we come together and if we work 
together, we can find solutions to the 
problems that we face. There are any 
number of issues that need to come to-
gether and need to be put on this floor 
for a vote. You can look at immigra-
tion reform, tax reform, gun violence 
prevention, and certainly one that ev-
eryone can agree with is an infrastruc-
ture bill. 

b 1630 
There is not a person that any one of 

us represents who doesn’t know that 
we need to invest in America’s infra-
structure—in our roads, in our high-
ways, in our broadband, in our over-
passes, in our bridges. And now with 
the new Panama Canal coming on line 
and the bigger ships coming into this 
country, we have huge investments 
that need to be made in our ports and 
our harbors. These are investments 
that not only put Americans to work 
generating more revenue, but put bet-
ter jobs and make our economy strong-
er than it has ever been before. 

I submit, Members, that these are 
things that we can do. As has been said 
before, the things that bring us to-
gether, the things that bring us to-
gether as Americans, are far greater 
than the things that divide us. I will 
plead, let’s get together, let’s roll up 
our sleeves, let’s work together on ad-
dressing the major issues that face 
America. 

I thank you, Mr. COSTA, for bringing 
us here today. 

Mr. COSTA. I thank the Congress-
man from California. 

Congressman MIKE THOMPSON, I 
think, expressly indicated why he is a 
Blue Dog and, over the years, his ef-
forts to bridge the gap, to reach across 
the aisle, to get something done; be-
cause he recognizes, as do all of us Blue 
Dogs, that the political dysfunction 
that is occurring here in our Nation’s 
Capital is real. It has measurable costs, 
and it is preventing our country, sadly, 
from solving the problems that our 
constituents send us here to solve, 
whether it is the economic recovery 
that could be stronger, whether it is 
fixing our Nation’s deficit, whether it 
is fixing a broken immigration system, 
or an array of other issues that are 
pressing, that are important to the 
people back home. 

The next gentleman who would like 
to address our Congress is the gen-
tleman from the great State of Illinois, 
Congressman DAN LIPINSKI, my col-
league and classmate from Illinois’ 
Third District. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. COSTA for putting this together 
today. 

The reason I came to Congress, the 
reason I ran for Congress, was to get 
things done. I think that is what all 
our constituents are expecting us to 
do. 

Unfortunately, when I am at home, I 
am constantly reminded that my con-
stituents are wondering why we don’t 
get more done, what is happening in 
Washington. When I am shopping at 
Menards or at Jewel, people come up to 
me and say: Why can’t everyone work 
together there in Washington? 

They know that I have been doing 
that. That is why I am part of the Blue 
Dog coalition, because we want to 
bring people together here in Wash-
ington—in the House, the Senate— 
bring everyone together to work out 
the many, many problems that our Na-
tion has. 

We just had Mr. THOMPSON talking 
about a transportation bill. Everyone 
talks about the need to fix our trans-
portation infrastructure. We have 
roads and bridges that are crumbling. 
Our public transit also has infrastruc-
ture that is crumbling. We all need a 
good transportation system to get 
wherever we need to go during the day. 

Our Nation, for the sake of having an 
efficient economy, needs a good trans-
portation system. We can put people to 
work immediately fixing our transpor-
tation system, yet we haven’t been 
able to come together to solve this 
problem. That is one thing that we 
need to do, and it is something I think 
that we can do. 

We have just seen all the trouble that 
we had run into here with the Home-
land Security bill, an issue that should 
be easy. We all want to protect our 
homeland. We all know the threats 
that we are facing. And although we 
may have disagreements on many 
issues, protecting our Nation is not one 
of those. Yet, unfortunately, we do run 
into issues, and we really need to in-
stead focus on what can we work to-
gether on and what is possible. 

We have a divided government now. 
It used to be that after an election, ev-
eryone would come together, look 
around and say: Okay. This is who is 
the majority in the House, the major-
ity in the Senate, who is in the White 
House. What can we agree upon? How 
can we work together to solve prob-
lems? Where can we find our agree-
ment? Instead, we seem to focus on 
how our party can get control of every-
thing in the next election. Mr. Speak-
er, this is not the way that the Amer-
ican people want us to work. They 
want us to come together. 

Now, some of the previous speakers 
talked about electoral reform and re-
districting reform. Those can certainly 
help. Those are things that we support 
and that the Blue Dogs are working to 
get done. But even before we get those 
things done, we can work together and 
accomplish great things here. The 
American people aren’t demanding 
that of us. They are demanding that we 
change the way that Washington is 
working right now. That is what the 
Blue Dogs are doing. 

That is the only way we are going to 
be able to face so many of the problems 
that we face, including the issue that is 
really at the heart of the Blue Dogs, 
has always been, and continues to be: 
dealing with our fiscal situation. We 
need to be fiscally responsible. The 
American people understand this. They 
know we need to make the tough 
choices here in Washington to get our 
fiscal House in order. 

The Blue Dogs have always led on 
that. We continue to lead on that, but 
it is going to take bipartisan coopera-
tion to get that done because we have 
a divided government. But we need to 
do it. We need to take care of these 
issues. The Blue Dogs continue to work 
on these things. We really need the 
support of everyone to come together 
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here in Washington and across the 
country to solve these great problems 
that we have, that we face. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure there are peo-
ple who may be out there watching this 
on C–SPAN, and probably a lot of peo-
ple who are just so happy to finally 
turn on C–SPAN and hear people talk-
ing about working together, not talk-
ing about what is wrong with the other 
side, how I am right and the other side 
is wrong, but the need to work to-
gether. That is what the Blue Dogs are 
about. That is what it continues to be 
about, and that is the way that we are 
going to make America the greatest 
Nation on the face of the Earth—but a 
Nation that faces, as we all under-
stand, many issues, many problems, 
just as our families are facing many 
issues right now. By working together, 
we can make our Nation even greater, 
and only by working together will we 
get there. 

I am very happy to join my Blue Dog 
colleagues here tonight and every day 
working to help make America a better 
place to live. So let us all come to-
gether, Mr. Speaker, and work on some 
of these problems. ‘‘Compromise,’’ I 
know, sometimes is a dirty word. You 
don’t have to give up your principles to 
compromise. Stick to your principles, 
but compromise. Get done what we can 
get done, and make this Nation a 
greater place. 

I thank my Blue Dog colleagues very 
much. Thank you, Mr. COSTA, for this. 
We are going to continue to bring the 
message to the American people and 
get things done. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentleman from Illinois, my 
classmate, for his good words. Clearly, 
I think he speaks on behalf of not only 
the Blue Dogs, but the majority of 
Americans who believe that we need to 
be working together to solve problems, 
whether it is our budget, our fiscal def-
icit, or whether it is our transportation 
system, as the gentleman from Illinois 
so succinctly pointed out. It can never 
be ‘‘my way or the highway,’’ because 
if that is the case, we will never get 
anything done, as has been witnessed 
here for the last couple of months. But 
when we do work together, as the com-
promised bipartisan vote that we saw 
this afternoon on Homeland Security, 
we can get something done. 

My next friend and colleague is the 
gentleman from Georgia, Congressman 
SANFORD BISHOP, from the Second Dis-
trict. He has distinguished himself over 
the years and has been a member of not 
only the Blue Dog caucus, but he rep-
resents some of the best parts of Geor-
gia—Fort Benning and agriculture, like 
I represent. 

SANFORD, we are glad to have you 
here this afternoon to tell us the 
thoughts of the people of Georgia’s 
Second District on the terrific job you 
do on their behalf. 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman for putting to-
gether this Special Order, and I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Martin Luther King, Jr., once said: 
‘‘Ultimately a genuine leader is not a 
searcher for consensus but a molder of 
consensus.’’ 

Debate is a natural consequence of 
representative democracy. Gridlock, on 
the other hand, is not. 

Sitting down with those across the 
aisle is not just an act of placing faith 
in political or ideological adversaries, 
but an act of placing faith in our egali-
tarian democratic system, a system, as 
it was, founded on the art of creating 
consensus in order to move forward. 

All of us here speaking from the well 
this hour believe in working together 
for better government, working for re-
sponsible government, working for 
transparent government. The moderate 
Blue Dogs are here not only to find 
common ground between lawmakers, 
but to forge an understanding of what 
it is to truly work together. 

The Blue Dog Coalition is dedicated 
to a core set of beliefs that transcend 
partisan politics. We represent the cen-
ter of the House of Representatives and 
appeal to the mainstream values of the 
American public. The coalition devel-
ops substantive proposals and positions 
distinct from those advocated by the 
extremes in both parties. Needless to 
say, we Blue Dogs are less swayed by 
the leadership of either party and more 
persuaded by the needs and the con-
cerns of mainstream Americans. 

But this is nothing new. Twenty 
years ago, the Blue Dog Coalition was 
formed following the 1994 election. 
Over the past 20 years, many of our 
proposals have been praised as fair, re-
sponsible, and positive additions to a 
Congressional environment too often 
marked as partisan and antagonistic. 

Throughout those years, the Blue 
Dogs have been dedicated to solving 
problems based on five principles of po-
litical leadership: tell the truth; govern 
for the future; put the country first; be 
responsible; work together. 

My job is to represent the interests 
and the values of the people in my dis-
trict in middle and southwest Georgia. 
As a Blue Dog Democrat, I push for 
commonsense measures that will make 
government work better for my con-
stituents. 

The people of Georgia’s Second Con-
gressional District, like all Americans, 
deserve a government that puts their 
needs ahead of partisan politics. We 
seek to use the legislative process to 
create a higher, better quality of life 
for all of our citizens. Eliminating gov-
ernment waste and inefficiency are 
crucial to achieving this goal. 

We work with our colleagues on the 
right and the left, on both sides of the 
aisle, to pass commonsense reforms 
that will make government work for 
the people of our great Nation. As 
Members of Congress, it is our respon-
sibility to ensure that government 
works for the American people. 

I am committed to working together 
with my colleagues to pass legislation 
that eliminates Federal waste and inef-
ficiency. If we can do this, it will give 

us a better chance at getting things 
done. That is how we rebuild trust with 
the American people, by showing them 
that we are doing the job we were sent 
here to do. 

Today, many folks might suppose 
that bipartisanship is dead. The Blue 
Dogs have been here and are still here 
to say that it is not dead. We are com-
mitted to working—not to finger point, 
not to fight, but to fix. I believe that 
problem solving together across both 
sides of the aisle we can make that 
happen. 

So I am delighted that my colleague, 
Mr. COSTA, and my colleagues from the 
Blue Dog Coalition have come together 
with this Special Order so that we can 
say to each other, say to the American 
people, that we cry out for a govern-
ment that will work for the people to 
get the needs, the common goals, the 
common hopes, and their common aspi-
rations addressed. 

We may have differences, but we have 
more similarities than we have dif-
ferences. If we find those common de-
nominators of experience that combine 
us, we can get the job done for the 
American people. 

I thank you for this time. 

b 1645 

Mr. COSTA. Congressman BISHOP, my 
friend, I could not have said it better: 
for the people and by the people. 

Mr. Speaker, for those who are 
watching on C–SPAN this afternoon, 
we welcome your input, and we wel-
come your comments. For those of you 
who are interested, please sign onto 
our Web site, which is www.bluedog 
.schrader.house.gov, as a way by which 
you can communicate with us. We all 
have our Web sites. Obviously, not only 
our constituents from our respective 
districts but people from throughout 
the country, we would urge you to 
weigh in. Let us know how you feel, 
which is an appropriate segue for our 
next speaker. 

The Blue Dogs every 2 years select 
three leaders to represent them and to 
organize our agenda. We have a policy 
individual who will be speaking in a 
moment, Congressman JIM COOPER. We 
have the communications director, 
which is the position I serve, and then 
we have our chairperson. Our chair-
person is a gentleman whom I have the 
honor and privilege to serve with. He is 
my friend, and he is doing an excellent 
job, the gentleman from Oregon’s Fifth 
District, Representative KURT SCHRA-
DER. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Thank you very, 
very much. I want to thank my friend, 
the gentleman from California, for 
hosting this particular Special Order. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important 
for America to realize that we all don’t 
hate one another. We actually get 
along pretty well on a personal level, 
and there are those of us on both sides 
of the aisle who want to work together 
to solve our country’s problems. You 
have heard a little bit about that al-
ready. 
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I think, at this time, more than ever, 

it is important for Congress to come 
together. The little debate we had last 
week or a week and a half ago on the 
Department of Homeland Security, I 
think, drives that point home. Often-
times, within families, there are dis-
agreements. Whether it is a Republican 
family or a Democratic family, we are 
not going to agree on all of the issues 
all of the time. That doesn’t make one 
side wrong and the other side right. 
What it does mean is there is an honest 
difference of opinion. In the way our 
forefathers set the system up, we are 
supposed to work through that. There 
are checks and balances. No one party, 
no one Chamber, no one individual is 
supposed to have ultimate veto over 
the rights of everyday, Main Street 
Americans. 

What we in the Blue Dog Coalition 
try to do is to bridge those differences, 
to provide a forum to find ways to 
agree, not to disagree with the other 
team. As for the Homeland Security 
bill, whatever you think about some of 
the attachments to the bill or about 
some of the actions by the President of 
the United States, it is important to 
fund Homeland Security more now 
than ever. With the stuff that has gone 
on overseas that could possibly threat-
en our own shores, it makes it impera-
tive that we work together. I am actu-
ally proud, despite the sausage-making 
look of it in the media and, perhaps, to 
a lot of Americans, that there were Re-
publicans and Democrats who came to-
gether to solve that problem. 

We will live to fight another day on 
immigration reform and on some of the 
other issues which we have genuine, le-
gitimate differences of opinion on, but 
it should not be lost on the American 
people that it was Democrats and Re-
publicans coming together to solve a 
very basic problem that our Congress 
and Nation are charged to solve, which 
is to provide for the security of the 
American people. 

The Blue Dogs have been doing this 
for years. You heard of our inception 
after the 1994 elections, when the Blue 
Dogs felt we were getting choked. We 
were regular Southern Democrats, if 
you will, at that time. It has branched 
out, like Mr. COSTA has indicated, to 
include the whole country now. Yellow 
Dog Democrats were getting ‘‘choked 
blue’’ by their rather liberal leadership 
that they felt did not respect or, frank-
ly, represent some of their interests, so 
out of that came the Blue Dogs. 

The body has grown and decreased in 
numbers with every election cycle. 
There has been a consistent drumbeat, 
however, for folks like us in moderate 
districts, not just on the Democratic 
side, but on the Republican side. We ac-
tually have quarterly meetings with a 
Republican group called the Tuesday 
Group, where we try and get together 
and share ideas about things we can 
work together on—not in opposition to 
but work together on. Boy, I wish lead-
ership would work in that same vein. 
We would be a lot better off. 

Mr. COSTA. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SCHRADER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California. 

Mr. COSTA. We have talked a lot 
about this among our fellow Blue Dogs, 
but I think the point that you raise 
there is worth repeating because, 
frankly, I think there are a lot of Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle who, if 
they had the opportunity, would like 
to figure out how they could work to-
gether. I know, as the chair of the Blue 
Dog Caucus, it is your desire to reach 
out and continue to make that effort. I 
just want to applaud you for that. 

I also want to ask: Are there other 
ways in which constituents can make 
their Congresspeople feel more com-
fortable about doing that? With this 
notion of ‘‘it is my way or the high-
way,’’ I think the majority of my con-
stituents wonder what is going on 
there. I mean, ‘‘What are you folks 
thinking in Washington? because that 
is not the way we do it at home.’’ 

Mr. SCHRADER. In reclaiming my 
time, I totally agree with the gen-
tleman from California. 

I think, sometimes, there is that bub-
ble we operate under here in Wash-
ington, D.C., and we forget that the 
people back home, frankly, are some-
times not watching C–SPAN. They are 
busy trying to put food on their tables, 
seeing if their kids can get great edu-
cations. Frankly, in recent times, they 
are just trying to keep their bloody 
jobs. So I think it is important for us 
to relate to the people who are paying 
our salaries. This is their Chamber— 
this is their building—not a bubble of 
Washington, D.C., types. It is impor-
tant for us to sit down and represent 
what they are talking about. 

When I went home in this last elec-
tion cycle and, frankly, in every elec-
tion cycle, the big issue for Americans 
in the Congressional Fifth District in 
the great State of Oregon—the Willam-
ette Valley-central Oregon coast—is 
not any one issue. It is: ‘‘Will you 
please work together.’’ This is com-
plicated stuff—some of these bills are 
pretty darned complicated—but I think 
everyday Americans understand. 
‘‘Okay. That is why I hired you. Work 
it out. Figure it out.’’ To their credit, 
they don’t give me a lot of room for ex-
cuses. 

‘‘Well, gee. I am not in the majority. 
I don’t control it.’’ 

‘‘Kurt, I elected you. I want you to 
figure out a way of how to work with 
folks.’’ 

We can do that. The farm bill in the 
last Congress was a classic example of 
how we actually worked together, Re-
publicans and Democrats. You could 
not tell a Democrat or a Republican 
based on what they were talking about, 
because they were representing dif-
ferent districts, different geographies 
around this country, lobbying hard for 
their farming interests or nutritional 
programs that they felt passionately 
about. That is the way Congress is sup-
posed to work. That is what the Blue 

Dog Coalition is all about—building 
those relationships. 

If you have noticed in the 114th Con-
gress, in the first 2 months, while DHS, 
the Affordable Care Act, and some-
times choice or abortion have gotten a 
lot of the headlines from the media, I 
would urge you to look at the votes for 
the big, important bills that have come 
forward. There are a number of bills 
that leadership—and I give the Repub-
lican leadership credit for this— 
brought forward that moderate Demo-
crats had voted for in past Congresses 
or had expressed interest in, and they 
got overwhelming and sometimes sig-
nificant Democrat support. That is not 
talked about by the media, folks. 

You have got to realize that there 
are many opportunities like that that 
go below the radar screen. It may not 
be the sexiest topic in the world, but it 
is stuff like making sure the Affordable 
Care Act works, making sure that 
small businesses are able to function 
properly, making sure that the Dodd- 
Frank financial reform actually is 
workable and respects the interests of 
the different members of the commu-
nity out there, even the Keystone vote. 
I mean, we have to be thoughtful about 
it, and Democrats and Republicans 
need to work together and find areas 
they can agree on. We have tried to do 
that time and again. It is the heartbeat 
of the Blue Dog Coalition. 

Basically, what we are standing for, 
as you have heard, is fiscal reform and 
fiscal responsibility. It has been a hall-
mark of the Blue Dogs over the last 20 
years. We are generally a government 
efficiency organization. We believe 
government is not evil, but it could 
sure work a heck of a lot better. Every 
one of the folks out there in America 
understands that some government 
rule is making a problem for them, and 
it shouldn’t have to happen. We as Blue 
Dogs try and cut through that govern-
ment regulation. 

We are also business friendly. Yes, 
Democrats can be business friendly, be-
lieve it or not. They are called ‘‘Blue 
Dogs.’’ There is another group called 
New Democrats. There is another 
group growing outside this that wants 
to include all Americans, which is 
called No Labels. Most Blue Dogs are, 
frankly, members of No Labels. There 
is another group that works together, 
Democrats and Republicans. Yes, folks. 
There are a lot of different people in 
this Congress who are very interested 
in trying to work together to make 
your Congress work and deal with your 
lunch bucket issues that mean the 
most to you—job creation, educational 
reform, infrastructure—as was alluded 
to. These are values, I think, every 
American holds dear, and those are the 
issues we should be working on. 

Senator Lieberman said at one point 
that it is kind of ironic that everyone 
is interested in bipartisanship, but if 
you don’t agree with somebody 100 per-
cent of the time, you don’t agree with 
them any of the time. The real world 
is: life is complicated, and you are 
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going to have times when you agree 
and times when you disagree. One of 
the basic axioms of politics is: you 
don’t have enemies or friends; you have 
allies and adversaries at the end of the 
day because issues change over time, 
and you will find that the ebb and flow 
of interests will conflate with party, 
geography—all of those issues. 

The Blue Dog Coalition is dedicated 
to trying to bring people together 
across this country—Republicans and 
Democrats, business interests, individ-
uals—trying to make your government 
more responsible and more efficient 
with electoral reform, congressional 
reform, getting back in this great, au-
gust Chamber to regular order—to 
where your interests are represented 
through the committees, through the 
elected Representatives you have. That 
is what is important here, and that 
binds Democrats and Republicans, lib-
erals and conservatives and moderates, 
like us. That is the hallmark of the 
Blue Dog Coalition. 

I won’t belabor the point. I thank the 
gentleman for bringing us to the floor 
here. I think it is important for Amer-
ica to be a little inspired that there are 
people who care about this country, 
who cut through the partisan politics 
and even go against our respective 
leaderships to try and solve the prob-
lems you want us to solve. I think, at 
the end of the day, that is where Amer-
ica is. To get back to a greatness, 
which was alluded to before, it is going 
to require more members of the Blue 
Dog Coalition and of the Tuesday 
Group on the other side of the aisle to 
be elected to Congress and hope Amer-
ica gets mad as hell and starts to hold 
their Members accountable for working 
together and making America great 
again. 

Mr. COSTA. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Oregon for his leadership 
as the chair of the Blue Dog Coalition. 

Your efforts to reach out to the Tues-
day Group and to the No Labels Caucus 
and your efforts to take difficult posi-
tions and cast hard votes, I think, are 
all examples of political profiles in 
courage, and we commend you for your 
leadership and your efforts. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1029, EPA SCIENCE ADVI-
SORY BOARD REFORM ACT OF 
2015, AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 1030, SE-
CRET SCIENCE REFORM ACT OF 
2015 

Mr. BURGESS, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114–37) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 138) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1029) to amend the Envi-
ronmental Research, Development, and 
Demonstration Authorization Act of 
1978 to provide for Scientific Advisory 
Board member qualifications, public 
participation, and for other purposes, 
and providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 1030) to prohibit the Environ-

mental Protection Agency from pro-
posing, finalizing, or disseminating 
regulations or assessments based upon 
science that is not transparent or re-
producible, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, the next 
Blue Dog Coalition member who will 
speak is one of our newest members. He 
hails from the great State of Nebraska, 
and we are honored to have him as one 
of our newest members of the Blue Dog 
Coalition. He is BRAD ASHFORD from 
Nebraska’s Second District. A lot of 
agriculture and a lot of good people 
Congressman BRAD ASHFORD has the 
opportunity to represent, and we ap-
preciate the fact that he is here. 

Mr. ASHFORD. Thank you, Mr. 
COSTA. I am privileged to have the op-
portunity to speak today. 

Mr. Speaker, you mentioned, just 
briefly, the concept of ‘‘Profiles of 
Courage.’’ John Kennedy, in writing 
that book, wrote about a great Nebras-
kan, George Norris. George Norris was 
a Senator from Nebraska, and prior to 
that time, he served in this House. In 
1908, he led a bipartisan effort in the 
House to change the rules of the House 
in order to make the House more trans-
parent and more accountable to the 
American people. 

b 1700 
In that regard, in John Kennedy’s 

book he wrote about Congressman Nor-
ris, and then, subsequently, Senator 
Norris. In the 1930s, Senator Norris, 
who had worked to create the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority, worked across 
the aisle with FDR—he was a Repub-
lican—to pass the Rural Electrification 
Act that electrified the country. He did 
so working across the aisle. 

And in the 1930s—and 1934, specifi-
cally—he reached out to the people of 
Nebraska and said to them: We can do 
better. We can have a more transparent 
government. We can have a bipartisan, 
nonpartisan government that will ad-
dress the tough issues of Nebraska in 
the Depression of the 1930s. And he rec-
ommended to the voters: Look, let’s do 
this. Let’s have a unicameral, non-
partisan legislature. 

And the lobbyists and the special in-
terests said: George, you should go 
back to Washington. This isn’t going to 
work in Nebraska. 

Well, the voters of Nebraska, in 1934, 
voted for a unicameral, nonpartisan 
legislature, and I am proud to say that 
we have such a legislature today. 

I am so proud and honored to be here. 
There was a discussion earlier by prior 
speakers about relationships. And what 
is so interesting to me and amazing to 
me—not amazing, really, but grati-
fying—are those relationships, are the 
relationships that I have been able to 
achieve through my association with 
the Blue Dogs and relationships with 
Republicans and Democrats alike. It is 
very, very gratifying that that exists. 
That is what I am used to in Nebraska. 

When I first arrived here, I went to a 
Democratic Caucus. I served in the Ne-

braska unicameral legislature for 16 
years. I never went to a caucus in my 
life. I didn’t really know exactly what 
a Democrat or Republican really was. I 
suppose I would have to look, but of 
the 49 members of the Nebraska Legis-
lature, I would have to think long and 
hard about what party they belonged 
to. 

And in the 16 years that I served 
there, we had many tough issues. In 
fact, one of the toughest issues we had 
in the State was the pipeline issue, and 
that was referenced earlier—the Trans-
Canada pipeline. Well, it goes through 
Nebraska. As originally routed, it 
would have gone through some of the 
most sensitive areas of our State, the 
Sandhills area and the Ogallala Aqui-
fer. 

We spent a year together, the 49 of 
us. Not every day. We would kill each 
other if we spent every day together, 
but we spent a lot of time. At the end 
of the day, we came up with a process 
to reroute the TransCanada pipeline to 
move it away from the most sensitive 
parties of the Ogallala Aquifer. We did 
it with a vote of 49–0, environmental-
ists and those on the other side of the 
issue coming together to pass a routing 
bill. 

So the idea that George Norris had 
was, number one, be transparent. Let 
the people of Nebraska know exactly 
what you are doing. 

What is interesting about the 16 
years that I was there—and, quite 
frankly, if you do count Republicans 
and Democrats in the unicameral legis-
lature, you will find that there are a 
lot more Republicans, traditionally, 
than there are Democrats, at least dur-
ing the 16 years I was there, and I don’t 
think that at any time I was there, any 
year, any legislative session I was 
there, that there were not an equal 
number of committee chairs that were 
Republican and Democrat. There was 
nothing magic about that. It was just 
the way we balanced things out in our 
State. We did it and do it intuitively. 
We do it intuitively. 

I don’t suggest that we are going to 
decide tomorrow or even next year or 
10 years from now to have a unicam-
eral, bipartisan, nonpartisan legisla-
ture, but the lessons that I learned 
there are the lessons that I have 
brought here. And when I had the op-
portunity, Mr. COSTA, to meet the Blue 
Dogs, it reminded me of home. It re-
minded me of the Nebraska Legislature 
and the idea that Republicans and 
Democrats make that decision for 
themselves. 

But as my good friend and former 
Senator from Nebraska Ed Zorinsky 
used to say, there are no Republican 
Senators or Democratic Senators. 
There are only American Senators, 
U.S. Senators. It is in the water in Ne-
braska. That is how we think. That is 
how we are. And what is great about 
this place is those same relationships, 
those same committed people are there 
to make those kinds of relationships 
work in a bipartisan way. We have 
heard examples of that today. 
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When I ran for this office, I said to 

the voters of the Second Congressional 
District of Nebraska, Sarpy County 
and Douglas County, Nebraska, the two 
most populace counties: I’m going to 
go to Washington, and I’m going to 
make 25 friends. Because in Nebraska, 
if you make 25 friends, you get 25 peo-
ple to vote for a bill, it passes. 

You know what? I found more than 25 
friends. I found a lot of friends, a lot of 
great people who sit in this body, this 
place, every single day, Republicans 
and Democrats. 

I just got back—and then I will con-
clude, Mr. COSTA—from a trip to Af-
ghanistan, Iraq, Jordan, the Emirates, 
and Kuwait. I went with three other 
Members: ELISE STEFANIK, who is a 
freshman Republican from New York; 
JOE WILSON, who is a veteran Member 
from South Carolina; and SETH 
MOULTON, who is a freshman from Mas-
sachusetts. What great people. What 
great committed Americans to have 
gone on that trip. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I commend the Blue 
Dogs to the country, to those that are 
watching, in furtherance of the old tra-
dition of transparency and working to-
gether and making things happen. 

Mr. COSTA. During your visit, on a 
bipartisan basis, in Afghanistan, Iraq, 
and Jordan, you were visiting some of 
the most challenging hotspots in the 
world today, and I suspect you got an 
opportunity to visit and see American 
men and women serving abroad and the 
heroic and difficult jobs that they are 
doing and the great sacrifices of their 
families. I suspect you had an oppor-
tunity to tell them that in Washington 
we are trying to do all we can to sup-
port them. 

Mr. ASHFORD. Thank you for the 
comment. Yes, I was fortunate enough 
to visit with Nebraskans who were 
serving in Iraq and serving in Afghani-
stan. I was on a C–130. We were trav-
eling over the Strait of Hormuz area. 
The navigator in the C–130 said to me: 
Sir—because he had to call me ‘‘sir’’; 
that is the protocol—get behind us. 
We’re doing the best we can over here, 
and we need your support. 

And they are going to get our support 
and have our support. Thank you for 
the question. I was so deeply appre-
ciative of the opportunity to meet with 
my fellow Nebraskans who were there 
as well. 

Mr. COSTA. Well, I have made that 
trip several times, and we can never 
say thank you enough to the American 
men and women who serve in our Na-
tion’s military. 

I would just ask you, every week, I 
know you go back to your district and 
the good people in Nebraska—and that 
good water you are drinking there, 
bring more of it here to Washington be-
cause I think, if we can drink some 
more of that water, it certainly 
wouldn’t hurt us here in our Nation’s 
Capital. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Nebraska for his good words. 

As I prepare to close, I want to thank 
my fellow Blue Dog colleagues for com-

ing down to the well of the House of 
Representatives this afternoon to talk 
about the common interests that we as 
Blue Dog Coalition members have, the 
efforts that we are making to reach 
across the aisle, the efforts that we are 
making to work with the No Labels 
group, as well as others, on a call to 
service to repair the engagement of 
civic dialogue, understanding that, 
frankly, if we tone down our rhetoric 
and we have a better understanding of 
how the different congressional dis-
tricts that we all represent are, we can 
find the common threads, the common 
bonds to bring together solutions that 
we can agree upon for all of America. 
After all, we all believe that is what we 
have been sent here for, I believe, in 
one way or another. 

Another effort that the Blue Dog Co-
alition is engaged in with No Labels 
and others is congressional reform. 
Clearly, many Americans, when they 
look at Washington and they see the 
news of the evening, they think: Jeez, 
there must be something broke there. 
It ain’t working right. It’s not working 
the way we read in our textbooks. 

We are trying to restore efforts in 
congressional form in terms of regular 
order, in terms of our budget process 
and producing all 11 budget bills every 
year and go to a conference as we are 
supposed to do. We haven’t done that 
in 12 years in Congress, whether it is 
the Democrats in the majority or the 
Republicans in the majority, so there 
is a lot of fixing. Obviously, finger- 
pointing doesn’t fix the problem. 

In addition to that, we have electoral 
reform. I think we all know that last 
year, last November, we had the lowest 
recorded turnout in America since 1942. 
What does that tell you? What does 
that tell you when the majority of 
Americans, regardless of whether they 
are registered as Republicans or Demo-
crats, identify themselves as Independ-
ents? 

It tells you that America is looking 
toward people in Washington to pro-
vide the leadership to solve problems. 
They don’t expect us to solve all of 
them—they are not unrealistic—but 
they would like us to prioritize on get-
ting a budget on time, getting our fis-
cal house in order, on trying to fix a 
broken immigration system, produce a 
5-year transportation bill, improve 
government accountability, and trans-
parency. That is what they would like 
us to work on. 

As I said when I began earlier this 
afternoon, I am Congressman JIM 
COSTA. I represent the 16th Congres-
sional District in California, including 
all of Merced County, half of the flat 
land of Madera County—a lot of agri-
culture in both Merced and Madera 
Counties—and Fresno County. Fresno 
is, of course, my home. 

The wonderful people that are part of 
the San Joaquin Valley that I have had 
the honor and privilege to represent 
over the years are what all Americans 
are like. They are some of the best and 
brightest. They are tenacious. They are 

hard working. They represent the story 
of America. 

What is that story? Immigrants past, 
immigrants present—people come in 
from all over the world, striving to 
have a better life, a better opportunity 
for themselves and for their families. 

That is why we are working to solve 
the water problems in the San Joaquin 
Valley—because, if we can solve the 
water problems in California and in the 
West, with the planet clicking 7 billion 
people last year and soon to have 9 bil-
lion people by the middle of this cen-
tury, our solutions to water problems 
in California can be a template to solv-
ing water problems around the world 
because where water flows, food grows. 

Clearly, we know that that is a 
daunting challenge, just like our en-
ergy problems are—but guess what. We 
are making progress on our energy 
problems. When I first came to Con-
gress 10 years ago, we imported over 60 
percent of our energy needs. Today, we 
import a little over 40 percent. 

If we continue on the current path, in 
the next 10 years, we will be importing 
around 20 percent or less by using all 
the energy tools in our energy toolbox, 
just as we must use all the water tools 
in our water toolbox. 

There is a lot to do. I would like to 
thank my colleagues in the Blue Dog 
Coalition for their time today, and 
their continued efforts over the year. 
Clearly, we have a lot of work to do to-
gether, and we want to reach out to 
work with everybody in the House of 
Representatives, the people’s House. 

The Blue Dog Coalition is ready and 
willing to work with everyone. We look 
forward to creating bridges, not cul de 
sacs, working with our colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to advance com-
monsense policies that are physically 
sound, that benefit our entire Nation. 

You could also call the Blue Dog Coa-
lition the commonsense caucus because 
we reject the notion of gridlock in 
Washington. It is embarrassing; it is 
inexcusable. 

Every day, when we put politics 
ahead of policy, we put our Nation at 
risk, and we stand to lose. Therefore, 
Congress must come together to ad-
dress the critical issues as I said be-
fore: tax reform, immigration reform, 
and ways to further our Nation’s eco-
nomic recovery. 

b 1715 

There is no problem in America, if we 
work together, that we cannot solve. 
We are here to represent and advocate 
for our constituents. 

Please, for those of you who enjoyed 
the comments made by my fellow Blue 
Dog Coalition members this afternoon, 
you can go to www.bluedog 
.schrader.house.gov for more informa-
tion. 

The Blue Dog Coalition will continue 
to work to make a difference by advo-
cating for sound legislation and work-
ing together with our colleagues on a 
bipartisan basis. That is what I have 
always done. 
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Today, as with my Blue Dog Coali-

tion partners, we have the honor and 
the privilege to represent our constitu-
ents from throughout the land; and I 
would ask that my colleagues continue 
to make that effort because I think, at 
the end of the day, that is what all 
Americans want us to do. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian 
Pate, one of his secretaries. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
ZIMBABWE—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114–13) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13288 of March 6, 2003, with re-
spect to the actions and policies of cer-
tain members of the Government of 
Zimbabwe and other persons to under-
mine Zimbabwe’s democratic processes 
or institutions is to continue in effect 
beyond March 6, 2015. 

The threat constituted by the actions 
and policies of certain members of the 
Government of Zimbabwe and other 
persons to undermine Zimbabwe’s 
democratic processes or institutions 
has not been resolved. These actions 

and policies continue to pose an un-
usual and extraordinary threat to the 
foreign policy of the United States. For 
these reasons, I have determined that 
it is necessary to continue this na-
tional emergency and to maintain in 
force the sanctions to respond to this 
threat. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 3, 2015. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
UKRAINE—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114–14) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622 (d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13660 of March 6, 2014, is to con-
tinue in effect beyond March 6, 2015. 

The actions and policies of persons 
that undermine democratic processes 
and institutions in Ukraine; threaten 
its peace, security, stability, sov-
ereignty, and territorial integrity; and 
contribute to the misappropriation of 
its assets, as well as the actions and 
policies of the Government of the Rus-
sian Federation, including its pur-
ported annexation of Crimea and its 
use of force in Ukraine, continue to 
pose an unusual and extraordinary 
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. There-
fore, I have determined that it is nec-
essary to continue the national emer-

gency declared in Executive Order 13660 
with respect to Ukraine. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 3, 2015. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 
1024(a), and the order of the House of 
January 6, 2015, of the following Mem-
bers on the part of the House to the 
Joint Economic Committee: 

Mr. DELANEY, Maryland 
Ms. ADAMS, North Carolina 
Mr. BEYER, Virginia 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri (at the request 
of Mr. MCCARTHY) for today on account 
of attending a funeral. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

REVISIONS TO THE ALLOCATIONS AND OTHER AP-
PROPRIATE LEVELS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2015 
BUDGET RESOLUTION RELATED TO H.R. 240, DE-
PARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2015 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to section 314(a) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, I hereby submit for 
printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD revi-
sions to the aggregate budget levels and com-
mittee allocations set forth pursuant to H. Con. 
Res. 25 as deemed in force by H. Res. 5. The 
revision is for new budget authority and out-
lays for provisions designated as disaster re-
lief, pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(D) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con-
trol Act of 1985, contained in H.R. 240, the 
Department of Homeland Security Appropria-
tions Act, 2015. A corresponding table is at-
tached. 

This revision represents an adjustment for 
purposes of enforcing sections 302 and 311 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. For 
purposes of such Act, these revised alloca-
tions and aggregates are to be considered as 
included in the levels of the budget resolution, 
pursuant to section 101 of H. Con. Res. 25, as 
adjusted. 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal year 

2015 2015–2024 

Current Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,033,228 (1) 
Outlays .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,027,646 (1) 

Revenues ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 2,535,978 31,206,399 
Adjustment for H.R. 240, the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2015: 

Budget Authority ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 91 (1) 
Outlays .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 40 (1) 

Revenues ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 
Revised Aggregates: 

Budget Authority ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,033,319 (1) 
Outlays .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,027,686 (1) 

Revenues ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 2,535,978 31,206,399 

1 Not applicable because annual appropriations acts for fiscal years 2016–2024 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 
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ALLOCATION OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

[In millions of dollars] 

2015 

Base Discretionary Action: 
BA ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,021,550 
OT .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,144,061 

Adjustment for Disaster Designated Spending: 
BA ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 91 
OT .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 40 

Global War on Terrorism: 
BA ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 85,357 
OT .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 39,981 

Total Discretionary Action: 
BA ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,106,998 
OT .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,184,082 

Current Law Mandatory: 
BA ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 868,410 
OT .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 861,637 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on February 27, 2015, she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bill: 

H.R. 33. To amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to ensure that emergency serv-
ices volunteers are not taken into account as 
employees under the shared responsibility 
requirements contained in the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 4, 2015, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BURGESS: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 138. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1029) to amend the 
Environmental Research, Development, and 
Demonstration Authorization Act of 1978 to 
provide for Scientific Advisory Board mem-
ber qualifications, public participation, and 
for other purposes, and providing for consid-
eration of the bill (H.R. 1030) to prohibit the 
Environmental Protection Agency from pro-
posing, finalizing, or disseminating regula-
tions or assessments based upon science that 
is not transparent or reproducible (Rept. 114– 
37). Referred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, and Mr. THOMPSON of 
California): 

H.R. 1208. A bill to establish the Sac-
ramento-San Joaquin Delta National Herit-
age Area; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. BURGESS (for himself, Mrs. 
CAPPS, and Ms. DUCKWORTH): 

H.R. 1209. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for the des-

ignation of maternity care health profes-
sional shortage areas; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BARR (for himself, Mr. AMODEI, 
Mr. BLUM, Mr. DOLD, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. GUINTA, Mrs. HARTZLER, 
Mr. HILL, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. JOYCE, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. LUCAS, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. MESSER, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
RENACCI, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. ROTHFUS, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. TIP-
TON, Mr. WEBER of Texas, and Mr. 
EMMER of Minnesota): 

H.R. 1210. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act to provide a safe harbor from 
certain requirements related to qualified 
mortgages for residential mortgage loans 
held on an originating depository institu-
tion’s portfolio, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO (for herself, Mr. 
GIBSON, and Mr. TONKO): 

H.R. 1211. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to revise and extend 
projects relating to children and violence to 
provide access to school-based comprehen-
sive mental health programs; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
GUTHRIE, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. LATTA, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, 
Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. FLORES, 
Mr. LANCE, Mr. BARTON, Mr. SHIMKUS, 
Mr. HUDSON, Mr. PITTS, Mr. HARPER, 
Mr. POMPEO, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mr. COLLINS of New York, and Mr. 
BURGESS): 

H.R. 1212. A bill to prohibit the Federal 
Communications Commission from reclassi-
fying broadband Internet access service as a 
telecommunications service and from impos-
ing certain regulations on providers of such 
service; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan (for her-
self and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 1213. A bill to make administrative 
and technical corrections to the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. AMODEI: 
H.R. 1214. A bill to amend the Small Tracts 

Act to expand the authority of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to sell or exchange small par-
cels of National Forest System land to en-
hance the management of the National For-
est System, to resolve minor encroachments, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. LABRADOR (for himself, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. SIMP-
SON, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 

BABIN, Mr. WESTERMAN, and Mr. 
GROTHMAN): 

H.R. 1215. A bill to exempt certain 16- and 
17-year-old children employed in logging or 
mechanized operations from child labor laws; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. LYNCH (for himself, Mr. CAPU-
ANO, Mr. ELLISON, and Mr. HINOJOSA): 

H.R. 1216. A bill to require the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to carry out a 
pilot program to examine maker-taker pric-
ing, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. ESTY, 
Mr. DOLD, Miss RICE of New York, 
and Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi): 

H.R. 1217. A bill to protect Second Amend-
ment rights, ensure that all individuals who 
should be prohibited from buying a firearm 
are listed in the National Instant Criminal 
Background Check System, and provide a re-
sponsible and consistent background check 
process; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself and 
Mr. KIND): 

H.R. 1218. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat certain amounts 
paid for physical activity, fitness, and exer-
cise as amounts paid for medical care; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLE: 
H.R. 1219. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of the Interior to convey certain land and ap-
purtenances of the Arbuckle Project, Okla-
homa, to the Arbuckle Master Conservancy 
District, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr. COURTNEY): 

H.R. 1220. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to waive coinsurance 
under Medicare for colorectal cancer screen-
ing tests, regardless of whether therapeutic 
intervention is required during the screen-
ing; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina 
(for herself, Ms. DEGETTE, and Mr. 
WENSTRUP): 

H.R. 1221. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to cover physician serv-
ices delivered by podiatric physicians to en-
sure access by Medicaid beneficiaries to ap-
propriate quality foot and ankle care, to 
amend title XVIII of such Act to modify the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:42 Mar 04, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00039 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03MR7.025 H03MRPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
4T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1566 March 3, 2015 
requirements for diabetic shoes to be in-
cluded under Medicare, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. ESTY (for herself, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. COHEN, Mr. COOK, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. KEATING, Mr. KING of New 
York, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. SPEIER, 
Mr. WELCH, and Mr. DESAULNIER): 

H.R. 1222. A bill to amend chapter 21 of 
title 5, United States Code, to provide that 
fathers of certain permanently disabled or 
deceased veterans shall be included with 
mothers of such veterans as preference eligi-
bles for treatment in the civil service; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. FORTENBERRY: 
H.R. 1223. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to prevent the retroactive 
claim of the earned income tax credit after 
issuance of a social security number; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERLMUTTER (for himself and 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT): 

H.R. 1224. A bill to require the exercise of 
clean-up call options under securities issued 
by the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Cor-
poration and to prohibit any new mortgage- 
backed securities issued by such Corporation 
or the Federal National Mortgage Associa-
tion from containing provisions for a clean- 
up call option, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI: 
H.R. 1225. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to allow certain hos-
pitals in Puerto Rico to qualify for incen-
tives for adoption and meaningful use of cer-
tified EHR Technology under the Medicare 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIBBLE: 
H.R. 1226. A bill to amend the Individuals 

with Disabilities Education Act to clarify 
the maintenance of effort requirement for 
local educational agencies; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. TAKANO (for himself, Mr. 
COOK, and Mr. MULVANEY): 

H.R. 1227. A bill to authorize a pilot pro-
gram in the Department of Defense to en-
hance efforts to provide job placement as-
sistance and related employment services di-
rectly to members of the National Guard and 
Reserves and veterans of the Armed Forces; 
to the Committee on Armed Services, and in 
addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. TURNER: 
H.R. 1228. A bill to limit United States as-

sistance to Bosnia and Herzegovina until 
Bosnia and Herzegovina is in compliance 
with the state borders established by the 
Conference on Yugoslavia Arbitration Com-
mission; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Armed Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr. 
JONES): 

H.R. 1229. A bill to amend the FAA Mod-
ernization and Reform Act of 2012 to provide 
guidance and limitations regarding the inte-
gration of unmanned aircraft systems into 

United States airspace, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WESTERMAN: 
H.R. 1230. A bill to amend title 5, United 

States Code, to adjust the calculation of av-
erage pay for purposes of Federal civilian an-
nuities; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. HOYER (for himself, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Mr. DELANEY, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
BEYER, and Mrs. COMSTOCK): 

H. Con. Res. 21. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for 
the Greater Washington Soap Box Derby; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. OLSON: 
H. Con. Res. 22. Concurrent resolution au-

thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center for a ceremony to 
present the Congressional Gold Medal to the 
World War II members of the Doolittle 
Tokyo Raiders; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for 
himself, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
POCAN, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. LEE, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. 
ESTY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Mr. FARR, Ms. BONAMICI, Mrs. DAVIS 
of California, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Ms. HAHN, Mrs. CAROLYN 
B. MALONEY of New York, Ms. LORET-
TA SANCHEZ of California, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. CLARKE of 
New York, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. BROWN of 
Florida, Ms. ADAMS, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ 
of California, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
KIND, Ms. TITUS, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. 
CASTRO of Texas, Mr. PETERS, Mrs. 
BUSTOS, Mr. KEATING, Ms. TSONGAS, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. LOFGREN, 
Ms. ESHOO, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. VALADAO, Ms. PINGREE, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. COSTA, Ms. JUDY CHU 
of California, Mrs. TORRES, and Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana): 

H. Res. 137. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Women’s His-
tory Month; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. LATTA, Mr. HUELSKAMP, 
Mrs. WALORSKI, Mrs. ELLMERS of 
North Carolina, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 
Mrs. WAGNER, Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS, and Mrs. HARTZLER): 

H. Res. 139. A resolution condemning vio-
lence against religious minorities in the 
Middle East and any actions that limit the 
free expression and practice of faith by these 
minorities; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. LAMALFA (for himself, Ms. 
SINEMA, Mrs. ROBY, and Mr. 
SWALWELL of California): 

H. Res. 140. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of August 2015 as ‘‘Blue Star 
Mothers of America Month’’; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. BURGESS, 
Mr. HARPER, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LAN-
GEVIN, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and 
Ms. MOORE): 

H. Res. 141. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of Multiple Sclerosis Aware-
ness Week; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California introduced a 

bill (H.R. 1231) for the relief of Flavia 
Maboloc Cahoon; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. GARAMENDI: 
H.R. 1208. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 

Clauses 1 and 18 of Section 8 of Article I of 
the United States Constitution and Amend-
ment XVI of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 1209. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article One, Section Eight, Clause Three 

‘‘To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes.’’ 

By Mr. BARR: 
H.R. 1210. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have power . . . To regulate com-
merce with foreign nations, and among the 
several states, and with the Indian tribes.’’ 

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO: 
H.R. 1211. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The Congress shall have power to lay and 

collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 
H.R. 1212. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 ‘‘necessary and proper’’ 

clause. 
By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 

H.R. 1213. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion, which grants Congress the authority to 
make laws governing the commerce among 
several states, including employment dis-
crimination laws. 

By Mr. AMODEI: 
H.R. 1214. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 
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By Mr. LABRADOR: 

H.R. 1215. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3, which gives 

Congress the authority, ‘‘To Regulate Com-
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes;’’ 

By Mr. LYNCH: 
H.R. 1216. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8 Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. KING of New York: 

H.R. 1217. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 6 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To 

make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 
H.R. 1218. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. COLE: 
H.R. 1219. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 

Section 8 which allows Congress to regulate 
trade amongst the Indian Tribes. 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article IV, Sec-
tion 3, Clause 2 which grants Congress the 
power to make all needful Rules and Regula-
tions respecting . . . Property belonging to 
the United States. 

By Mr. DENT: 
H.R. 1220. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 section 8 of the US Constitution 

By Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina: 
H.R. 1221. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Commerce Clause: Article I, Section 8, 

Clause 3 of the U.S. Constitution gives Con-
gress the power ‘‘to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes.’’ 

By Ms. ESTY: 
H.R. 1222. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. FORTENBERRY: 
H.R. 1223. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority for this bill is 

pursuant to Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of 
the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. PERLMUTTER: 
H.R. 1224. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the US Constitution 

By Mr. PIERLUISI: 
H.R. 1225. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of the Congress to pro-
vide for the general welfare of the United 
States, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 1 of the United States Constitution; 
to make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution such 
power, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 of the Constitution; and to make 

rules and regulations respecting the U.S. ter-
ritories, as enumerated in Article IV, Sec-
tion 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. RIBBLE: 
H.R. 1226. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
By Mr. TAKANO: 

H.R. 1227. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. TURNER: 

H.R. 1228. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Mr. WELCH: 

H.R. 1229. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-

gress shall have Power To . . . make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof.. 

By Mr. WESTERMAN: 
H.R. 1230. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Sec. 8, Clause 1. General Welfare 

Clause. 
The Congress shall have Power To lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States; 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 
H.R. 1231. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 20: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 93: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 156: Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 213: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 223: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 228: Mr. NORCROSS. 
H.R. 239: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. 

BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. SIRES, 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. TONKO, Mr. BEYER, Mr. WALZ, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
POCAN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. CLARKE 
of New York, Ms. ESTY, Ms. SPEIER, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
HIMES, Ms. NORTON, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. 
LEE, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. KIND, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
NADLER, Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, 
Mr. KILMER, Mr. KEATING, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, and Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 284: Mr. WHITFIELD and Mr. YOUNG of 
Iowa. 

H.R. 335: Mr. BEYER and Ms. ESTY. 
H.R. 348: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. 

SMITH of Texas, Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 531: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 546: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 

KILMER, and Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 572: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 579: Mr. RENACCI and Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 592: Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 624: Ms. MOORE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 

CICILLINE, Mr. ELLISON, and Mrs. BROOKS of 
Indiana. 

H.R. 625: Mr. JOYCE and Mr. NORCROSS. 
H.R. 650: Mr. DUFFY, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-

zona, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. GOSAR, and Mr. 
WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 662: Mr. BLUM, Mr. BARR, and Mr. 
ROONEY of Florida. 

H.R. 699: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 700: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 707: Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 721: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. 

BOST, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. RICE of 
South Carolina, Mr. ROSS, Ms. BROWN of 
Florida, Mr. NADLER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
SIRES, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. GOSAR, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
and Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 756: Ms. DUCKWORTH and Mr. BEYER. 
H.R. 767: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 769: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 774: Mr. HUFFMAN. 
H.R. 775: Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. BROWN of Flor-

ida, Mr. TONKO, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. KIL-
MER, Mr. DESANTIS, and Mr. LEWIS. 

H.R. 776: Mr. SCHOCK. 
H.R. 835: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 836: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. 

YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. DESJARLAIS, and Mr. 
FLORES. 

H.R. 842: Mr. CLAWSON of Florida, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, and Mr. 
NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 843: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 846: Ms. PELOSI and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 855: Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 869: Mr. NOLAN and Mr. PAULSEN. 
H.R. 874: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-

ico and Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 879: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
H.R. 882: Mr. DOLD. 
H.R. 885: Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 887: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 
H.R. 893: Mr. LEWIS, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. 

YODER, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, 
Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. DELANEY, 
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mrs. 
COMSTOCK, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. BURGESS, 
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mrs. 
BLACK, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. CLAWSON of Flor-
ida, Ms. TITUS, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. WEBSTER of 
Florida, Ms. GRAHAM, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten-
nessee, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. RICH-
MOND, and Mr. GUINTA. 

H.R. 921: Mr. ASHFORD and Mr. HILL. 
H.R. 928: Mrs. ROBY, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. 

BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 932: Mr. DELANEY, Mr. VEASEY, and 

Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 935: Mr. TED LIEU of California and 

Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 940: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. HARDY, 

Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. SCALISE, 
Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, and Mr. 
TOM PRICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 953: Mr. GUINTA. 
H.R. 955: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 
H.R. 971: Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. GRAVES of Mis-

souri, and Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 975: Mr. ZINKE and Mr. MULVANEY. 
H.R. 976: Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. HILL. 
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H.R. 1000: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1051: Mr. ROYCE. 
H.R. 1062: Mr. JONES, Mr. POMPEO, and Mr. 

HUELSKAMP. 
H.R. 1063: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut and 

Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 1077: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 1078: Mr. MCNERNEY and Mr. BILI-

RAKIS. 
H.R. 1094: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 

Mr. CRENSHAW, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. DUFFY, 
and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 1095: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 1105: Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. WESTMORE-

LAND, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. JONES, Mr. LAMALFA, 
Mr. DENHAM, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. HULTGREN, 
Mr. STEWART, Mr. HARPER, Mr. BLUM, Mr. 
PAULSEN, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. MEE-
HAN, Mr. COOK, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. BUCK, Mr. 
ZINKE, Mr. MARCHANT, Mrs. COMSTOCK, and 
Mr. DUFFY. 

H.R. 1142: Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 1143: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana. 

H.R. 1148: Mr. ISSA, Mr. BROOKS of Ala-
bama, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. LANCE, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 1149: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 1162: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 1173: Mr. HINOJOSA and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 1179: Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. 
H.R. 1185: Mr. BURGESS and Mr. RIBBLE. 
H.R. 1188: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 1198: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.J. Res. 22: Miss RICE of New York. 
H.J. Res. 29: Mr. DESANTIS. 
H.J. Res. 32: Mr. OLSON. 
H. Res. 12: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. JACKSON 

LEE, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. TED LIEU of California, 
Mr. HONDA, and Mr. CÁRDENAS. 

H. Res. 15: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
H. Res. 28: Mr. LEWIS and Mr. CROWLEY. 
H. Res. 102: Mr. PETERSON and Mr. COHEN. 
H. Res. 109: Mr. BENISHEK and Mr. BURGESS. 
H. Res. 122: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative GRAYSON, or a designee, to H.R. 
1029, the EPA Science Advisory Board Re-
form Act of 2015, does not contain any con-
gressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or 
limited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 
of rule XXI. 

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative DONNA F. EDWARDS, or a des-
ignee, to H.R. 1030, the Secret Science Re-
form Act, does not contain any congressional 
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited 
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule 
XXI. 
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